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House of Lords on Friday . e 
The gratitude of the ion is due to the Council of the 
Incorporated Law Society for their admirable observations on the 
matter which we have printed. We always anticipated 
that in the end they would indorse the view that the experi- 
mental area must be fixed by the Bill,but it is 
satisfactory to note the firm tone of their criticisms. 
suggestions are so reasonable that we can hardly anticipate that 
they will be rejected, but if they are, the whole body of solici- 
tors, both in town and country, may be relied on to resist the 
passing of the Bill. 





WE Ans ivForMeD that the Council of the Incorporated Law 
Society have determined to allow the Victoria Pension Fund, 
when collected, to be administered by the Solicitors’ Benevolent 
Association, and that ts will be made with the 
association for that p . As will be seen from the farther 
list of subscriptions which we print elsewhere the fund now 
amounts to £3,227. 





Tz Court of Appeal have earned the gratitude of convey- 
ancers by reversing the decision of Norrs, J., in Re Carter and 
Kenderdine’s Contract (ante, p. 274), on which we commented 
ante, p. 286; and thereby putting an end to the doctrine laid 
down by Srrauixe, J., in Re Briggs § Spicer's Contract (1891, 2 
Ch. 127), that a title depending on a voluntary settlement can- 
not be forced on a purchaser for ten years , 
settlement. There has probably oa no more practically 
troublesome decision given in recent years, and the expense and 

hich have been occasioned by its existence cannot 

calculated. When will learned judges endeavour to 

tical effects of the decisions which they give 

with such light hearts? As the Court of Appeal said, the con- 

the doctrine ‘were so startling as to shock one’s 

good sense. If a father gave his son a horse ora sum of money, 

of course the father become bankrupt within pon yo 

or within ten years. it be said that the son not 
23 
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give a title to the horse or the sum of money during that 

iod?” It is now settled by the decision of the Court of 

which we elsewhere, that the true construction 

section 47 of the piey Act, 1883, is that the voluntary 

settlement is not void until there is a trustee in bankruptcy, and 
a title made under the settlement before that time is good. 





A curtovs point as to the effect of a covenant by the lessee of 

a hotel to ase wines and spirits from the lessor arose in the 
recent case of White v. Southend Hotel Co, (Limited), (reported else- 
where). A. was the proprietor of a wine and spirit business in 
London, and also the owner of the Royal Hotel at Southend. He 
let the hotel to B. at a rent of £1,500 a year, payable yrange 6 
and took amet oes = 9 or irits sold on the 
premises sho e supp y or through A., his successors or 
assigns. There was a proviso that as long as B. observed this 
‘covenant he should be entitled to an abatement of £75 on each 
uarterly payment of rent. As long as A. and B. were eC 
and lessee the arrangement worked without difficulty, 

but A. died, and his executors, while retaining the hotel, sold the 
wine and spirit business toO. The matter was further compli- 
cated by the fact that B., the lessee, ed the leasetothe South- 
end Hotel Co. The company continued to obtain wine and spirits 
from the business formerly belonging to A., and claimed the 
benefit of the quarterly abatement of £75. A.’s executors, on 
the other hand, maintained that the covenant and the 
had alike ceased to be operative, and hence that the 

rent was payable. Of course the difficulty arose from 

the fact that the reversion on the lease and the proprietor- 
ship of the business had been separated. Had the executors 
the reversion with the 


A. sold M4 yay the covenant would 
ve been mag ing on the company in favour of the assign 
of the reversion. Such a covenant is not a al covenant 


i 


erély, but relates to the user of the demised premises, and 
ingly runs with the land (Clegg v. Hands, 44 Ch. D. 503). 
But, er the actual circumstances, although nominally the 
benefit of the covenant had passed tothe executors, yet they had 
ceased to have any real interest in enforcing it. None the less, 
however, the burden of the covenant was on the company as the 
assigns ‘of the lessee, and, being subject to the burden, they 
eo the Court of Appeal (Linpizy, A. L. Surrn, and Riesy, 
-) held, entitled to the benefit of the proviso. Substantially 
result is right, for the executors would take into account the 
w hired covenant in arranging the purchase price of their 
's business. 


Te 





ImPoRTANT EVIDENCE was given on Monday before the House 
of Lords Committee on the Companies Bill by the Right Hon. 
Tuomas Stnciarr, representing the Council of the Belfast Cham- 
ber of Commerce and about eighty private limited companies of 
Belfast and the neighbourhood with a total capital of £5,000,000. 
One of the most objectionable features of the Board of Trade 
Bill is the requirement that all companies registered under the 
—— Acts shall publish an annual balance-sheet. As is 
well known, this provision was introduced in opposition to the 
report of the Departmental Committee of 1895, presided over by 
Lord Davey, the only dissentient being Vavenan Wit11ams, J. 
It is, of course, a plausible suggestion that persons who take 
the ‘advantage of limited liability under the Acts should be 
compelled to disclose their financial position, but whether the 
principle is admitted in the case of public companies or not— 
and even here there is no real justification for it—Mr. Suvciamr 
shewed thet it would place private companies in a very disad- 

vantageous position with respect to their rivals in business. 
‘ The development of business in Ulster, he pointed out, has been 
in recent years largely due to the adoption of the principle of 
limited liability, and the conversion of industrial undertakings 
into private companies. Extremely few of these companies 


have @ insolvent, and nearly all those which have gone 
into liquidation have paid 20s. inthe pound. The companies in 
the north of Ireland, said Mr. Smctam, which have made bad 
' failures have — nag, Hy 7 mea Seager and these, 
euriously enough, gave full publicity to their affairs by pub- 
‘lishing their balance-sheets. Publication of a tialanei 


eet, 





| 


owe. is no criterion of ay Ne the pe Pv 

© private companies — publication, though 

it takes the form only of a publication of assets and lia- 

bilities, will place them at a great disadvantage in the com- 

petition with rival traders, and in icular in the competi- 

ned ag cesta A disclosure of continuous profits in any 
e of man 


special lin ufacture would with inty intensify the 
competition and put an end to the while the publication 
of a loss on the year’s trading might lead to results disastrous 


the unfortunate company that incurred it. The ascertain- 
ment, said Mr. Suvciare, of even a single year’s loss would be a 
suggestion to a rival in trade that he cccupied a position of 
ae and that he might break prices to drive opponents 
out of the field. Foreign manufacturers, the witness also re- 
marked, keep a close watch on the register of joint-stock com- 
panies in this country, and full information of new competitive 
undertakings is sent abroad to them. It would be suicidal to 
add to the information already obtainable pray from 
which the profits of trading and the amount of stock on hand 
could be ascertained. 





As tone ago asin the year 1894 Mr. Justice Writs called 
attention in the case of Worburn v. Norburn (1894, 1 Q. B. 448) 
to a defect in one of the rules ing to execution, which, 
however, has not yet been remedied and which works con- 
siderable practical hardship. The rule in question is ord. 42, 
r. 23 (a), which enacts in substance that where a judgment has 
been obtained for the payment of money and a change occurs 
by death or otherwise inthe parties entitled or liable to execu- 
tion, the party claiming to be entitled to enforce the judgment 
must obtain leave to issue execution. In the case above- 
mentioned it was decided that the executors of a deceased 
judgment creditor were not entitled to have a receiver appointed 
of certain interests to which the judgment debtor was entitled 
under a will. In that case the executors had not obtained leave 
to issue execution, but it was pointed out that even had they 
done so there would have been no jurisdiction to appoint a 
receiver, because, according to the decision in Re Shepheard 
(43 Ch. D. 131), the appointment of a receiver is not execution 
(see also Harris v. Beauchamp, 1894, 1 Q. B. 801). Itis obvious 
that this decision produces great injustice in cases in which the 
property of a judgment debtor can only be reached by means of 
what is usually known as “equitable execution.” Take, for 
instance, the common case of a judgment debtor whose only 
property consists of a pension, which can in most cases only be 
attached by means of a receiver. According to Norburn v. 
Norburn it is impossible for the executors of a creditor who has 
obtained judgment against such a person to enforce this judg- 
ment in any way, and it is a very doubtful question whether an 
assignee of the judgment is in any better position. In this 
latter case it is clear that there has been a change in the party 
entitled to execution ‘‘ by death or otherwise,” and according 
to the rule leave must accordingly be obtained to issue execu- 
tion, such leave not carrying with it the right to the appoint- 
ment of a receiver. On the other hand, the Judicature Act of 
1873 by s. 25, sub-section 6, enacts that an assignee is to have 
all the rights and remedies of his assignor, and by ord. 42, r. 3, 
it is provided that a judgment for the pone of money may be 
enforced by any of the modes by which such a judgment might 
have been enforced at the time of the passing of the principal 
Act. It would seem, therefore, that ord. 42, r. 23, cuts down 
the rights which an assignee under the Judicature Act 
of 1873, although rule 3 of the same order is intended to 
preserve all s rights. Whatever may be the right con- 
clusion in the case of an assignee the result seems to be that in 
very many cases where property can only be attached by 
means of equitable execution, persons claiming to enforce a 
judgment obtained by a creditor are wholly debarred from 
obtaining the fruits of that judgment, a result which can — 
have been contemplated by the framers of the rule, and whi 
calls for reform. 





A case of exceptional im to tradesmen was heard 
before Mr. Bros at Clerkenwell Police Court on Tuesday last. 
An accident had happened on the premises of the defendants, 
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the district. For neglecting to give such notice the defendants 
were now summoned, and their defence was that their premises 
are not a ‘‘ warehouse” within the meaning of section 23 of the 
Factories and Workshops Act, 1895, under which the proceed- 
ings were taken. That Act provides that where an accident 
occurs ina factory or workshop, certain notices must be given. 
Section 23 further provides that the provisions of the Act with 
regard to accidents ‘‘ shall have effect as if every dock, wharf, 
quay, and warehouse” were included in the word “factory,” 
and also as if ‘any building which exceeds 30ft. in height, and 
in which more than twenty persons, not being domestic servants, 
are employed for wages ”’ were included in word ‘‘ factory.” 
The Act tho provides for the infliction of a eg 4 upon any 
person who neglects the obligation laid upon of giving the 
prescribed notices. It was for such neglect that Sens pro- 
ceedings were taken. There does not appear to have been any 
evidence that more than twenty perséns were employed on the 


premises, though the building was considerably more than 30ft. | i 


high. Nevertheless the istrate was of opinion that the 
building was a “ warehouse” within the meaning of the Act, 
and convicted the defendants. A warehouse, according to 
Webster’s Dictionary, isa ‘‘storehouse for wares or e 
and the definition of the word in other standard dictionaries is 
similar and equally wide. If every occupier of a warehouse in 
this wide sense of the term is to give notice when- 
ever an accident occurs on his premises there is hardly 
a shopkeeper in the kingdom who does not come within 
the Act, for every shop is almost necessarily a storehouse for 

s. If the Act was intended to reach so far, surely such 
intention would have been made plain. It is fairly obvious 
that small shops were never intended to come under the Act. 
The difficult question, however, to answer is, where the line 
should be drawn. The mere fact that in the section quoted 
above ‘‘ warehouse” is used in close connection with “dock,” 
‘‘ wharf,” and ‘‘quay,” seems to shew an intention to confine 
the word to buildings at the water side—that is, to dock ware- 
houses. Also the fact that buildings in which more than 


twenty persons are employed are brought under the Act seems 
te shew an intention to exclude buildi in which a less 
number are employed, unless any such building is a factory or 


workshop, or some other description of buildi 
dealt with by the Act. The learned i y 
of opinion that ret my was by no means free from doubt, and 
he readily consented to state a case for the opinion of the High 
Court, commenting upon the importance of having the matter 
authoritatively determined. 





By sxcrion 47 of the Judicature Act, 1873, the High Court is 
constituted the final court of appeal in criminal matters, and it 
is provided that ‘‘ no appeal lie from any judgment of the 
said High Court in any criminal cause or matter” except for 


error on the face of a record as to which no question was i 


reserved for the High Oourt. These words “ any criminal cause 
or matter” have been the subject of frequent discussion, 
but the court has given them as wide a i yy 0 
Rapey Sap 0 Sh Age In © A008 1S ee Cor- 

ion of Southport proceeded against summarily 
or having failed to of the illuminating power 
required by a Pay op gat under pain of a 
penalty. The justices who heard the case convicted the cor- 
poration and imposed a fine, bat ciated « cage doz She apanian of 
the High Court as to the liabilityof the tion. case 
was argued before a Divisional Court, the result was that 
hed. The complainants 


the conviction was quas 


now sought to 
review the decision fe Divisiapel "earl Js, Se. en. 
Appeal. A preliminary objection was raised court 

no jurisdiction, as this was a criminal matter, 
was held to be good. The Master of the Rolls 
tion were charged with having failed to 





Woochal (90 W. Te. 688, 20 G.'B, D, 693) he sid: “Phe result 


of all the decided cases shew 

cause or matter,’ in section 47, should receive the widest 
interpretation. ‘The intention was that no ould ite in 
any ‘criminal matter’ inthe widest sense of 
being constituted for the hearing of 
matters. . . . I thi ty 
question applies to a decision by way of judicial determination 
of any question raised in or with to 

subject-matter Ag which is "Schaeer segs 


affirmed words i 





As pornrep out by Romur, J., in the im case of Tad- 
under the Lipuesing Aes is not Hike coported ofthe ordinary kind, 
under the is not 
the full advan of which can be assi b 
the purchaser without any other steps while it 
clearly essential to the value of a ren ig th gy 
concern that the purchaser should obtain benefit of the 
licence immediately upon the completion of the purchase. The 
whele wecien 0 6% ys ig me pe | 
v. (16 W. R. 717, L. R. 5 Eq. 386, see 336-338 
Claydon v. Green (16 W. BR, 1126, L. R. 30.1 
ompletion to 








512, 518). As to licences, i 
the vendor at the 
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Ths dovclon of tee booed pet lone affected ” the licence. 
The decision of the second involved consideration of the 
general law applicable to a contract for sale of a licensed house, 
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fixed for completion and the next special sessions. But, in the 
absence of such special provisions, . . the vendor does 
not take upon himself any of the above risks. All that he is 
bound to do is to have a valid and effectual licence existing at 
the date fixed for completion, which he can indorse in the usual 
way, and upon or in respect of which the purchaser could apply 
at once for interim protection and without undue delay under 
9 Geo. 4, c. 61, s. 14, at the next special sessions. I think the 
vendor is not bound to do more, except that, if asked, he should 
join with the purchaser or authorize the purchaser to use his 
name in the application to the magistrates for the interim pro- 
tection and transfer of licence.” Romer, J., considered that the 
cases did not support the plaintiffs or justify the statement in 
Dart’s Vendors and Parchasers, 6th ed., vol. 1, p. 483, to the 
effect that if the vendor could not, by the day appointed for 
a a transfer of the licence, the purchaser 
might te the contract. What) the cases decided was, 
that upon the sale of a public-house as a going concern time 
was of the essence of the contract: see Day v. Luhke (supra) and 
don v. Green (supra). On their second point also, therefore, 
the plaintiffs failed, and the action was dismissed and specific 
suis decreed on the defendants’ counter-claim. 





WHEN A company wants to alter its memorandum of associa- 
tion in any of the ways allowed by the Companies (Memorandum 
of Association) Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 62), it passes and 
confirms a special resolution to that effect, and submits the pro- 
or alteration to the court on petition. Section 1, sub-section 

5), provides that ‘‘the court may confirm, either wholly or in 
part, any such alteration.” Suppose the court confirms the 
alteration in part, either by cutting something out or by the 
addition of limiting words, need a fresh special resolution be 
passed, or can the order confirming the alteration as amended go 
at once? We should have clearly thought that the latter view 
was correct. The company is represented by counsel, and if he 
on behalf of the company accepts the amendments, why should 
a fresh resolution be necessary? If the amendments are such 
as to nullify the alterations, he can, we presume, refuse to accept 
them, and go higher ; and if he is ultimately unsuccessful he 
can still take no order, rather than accept an emasculated 
memorandum. There is practically an express decision to the 
effect by Norra, J., in Re Spiers § Pond (Limited) (40 Soxtcrrors’ 
JournnwaL, 32; 1895, W. N. 135). However, in Re Fleetwood 
Estate Co. (Nortu, J., March 2) the ingenuity of one of the 

i discovered that Kexewicn, J., in Re National Boiler 
Insurance Co. (Limited) (1892, 1 Ch. 306)—a case under a differ- 
ent sub-section, directed to « different object altogether—had 
sent the matter back for a fresh resolution. In that case 
Kexewrcx, J., had imposed conditions on the company under 
sub-section (3) compelling it to change its name and suspend 
the alteration of the memorandum for a certain time. 
The registrar seems to have doubted whether this decision on 
sub-section (3) did not govern the construction of sub-section 
5). The point was in consequence mentioned to the court. 

t seems needless to say that Norru, J., followed Re Spiers & 
Pond (Limited), and did not consider that Re National Boiler 
Insurance Co, (Limited) was a decision to the contrary. 








THE COUNCIL OF THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY AND THE LAND TRANSFER BILL. 


Tux observations on the Land Transfer Bill, issued by the 
Council of the Incorporated Law Society, which we printed last 
week, shew that the Council are at one with the provincial law 
societies ag to the course which ought to be adopted with 
regard to the Bill. The Council “retain their strong objections 
compulsion, on the that if the system be as beneficial 


s 


its advocates suppose, it ought to be able to make its own 

, and that landowners will not require force to make them 
adopt it if it prove really advantageous and economical.” But 
obvious reasoning has failed to check the reforming 
zeal of Hatssvry, and it is necessary to face the fact that 
compulsion to some extent is now to be anticipated. The only 
practicable course is to define the area within which compulsion 


geae 


is to be tried, and the Council recommend that steps should be 
taken to procure the amendment of the Bill with this object. 
The area, they say, should be fixed by the Bill, and conse- 
quently, before any extension of area was made, Parliament 
would have to be satisfied that such a step was desirable in the 
public interest. Oertain recommendations which are made in 
the event of this point not being conceded we abstain from 
considering at present, for we hope that the action of the 
Council will be such as to make any alternative alteration of the 
Bill unnecessary. 

We take it, then, that the position which has been assumed 
with practical unanimity is this. In principle, the objection to 
compulsion is as strong as ever. The convenience of the pre- 
sent system of conveyancing is known, and also the incon- 
venience of conveyancing by means of a Registry Office. To 
some extent the defects of the existing system of registration 
will be removed under the provisions of the Bill, and the Lord 
Chancellor has shewn a readiness to accept the amendments 
suggested in the course of*the Parliamentary inquiry of 1895 
which may not unreasonably be met by some concession. But 
this concession must not go to the length of putting it into the 
power of any authority other than Parliament to apply com- 
pulsion over the whole country. The cry for compulsory regis- 
tration is due solely to the inexperience of those who raise it. 
Persons conversant with dealings in land know that registration 
will be a serious burden in whatever district it is tried; and 
though at the present juncture it may be expedient to assent to 
the trial being made, yet it must be upon such terms as to 
ensure that it is but a trial. It should be perfectly understood, 
then, that opposition to thé Bill is only withdrawn upon the 
understanding that the area of compulsion is defined. To this 
we cannot see how there can be any objection. It is not to be 
supposed that the Lord Ohancellor has introduced the Bill 
without determining beforehand in what district compulsion is 
first to be put in force, and the public ought to be informed 
what this district is. If itis suitable, it can be named in the 
Bill and clause 19 struck out. If it is not suitable, a district to 
which least objection can be taken should be selected by 
arrangement. 

If the occasion were one for gpa the general question 
of registration of title, great help would be afforded by the 
clearly-written pamphlet* in which Mr. E. K. Bryrs has 
criticized the recent report of the Assistant Registrar on the 
systems of registration in force in Germany and Austria. The 
defect of that report was that it was an ex parte statement 
obviously designed to facilitate the , eigae of compulsory 
registration in this country. But Mr. Burra points out how in 
numerous ways the results on the Continent do not justify the 
roseate view which Mr. Brickpatz took. The existence of 
mistakes in the register is by no means infrequent, and in some 
parts the registrars have a rough-and-ready way of revising 
een which dewey - be tolerated here. Moreover, the 
attendances required at the registry give an opportunity for 

rsonation pea fraud which renders the system far from secure. 

addition there is the trouble in many cases of journeying to 
a neighbouring town, when with us the transaction would be com- 
= in a local solicitor’s office. Not the least important part of 

. Bryrn’s pamphlet is his estimate of the cost of a universal 
system of registration, which he puts at £2,500,000—an amount 
which would have to be paid either by landowners or out of the 
public purse. 

But for the present it is useless to discuss the actual merits or 
demerits of registration of title. The controversy is narrowed 
to the short point whether the power of extending registration 
shall be left to the Privy Council, acting on the initiation of the 

i Office, or whether the experimental area shall be 

by the Bill. The Oouncil of the rated Law 
Society and the incial law societies have decided that the 
latter is the course which must be adopted, and we trust that no 
effort will be spared to give effect to their decision. The 
Council have also ex the opinion that Mr. Woxsrzn- 
HOLME’s Bill should be at once introduced into the House of 
Lords. That the opportunity is suitable for a measure of this 
kind is by no means clear. As a substitute for the Land 


* The German and Austrian Systems of Land Registry and their Application to England. 
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Transfer Bill it had an intelligible raison d’étre, and ultimately, no 
doubt, it will become necessary further to simplify conveyanci 
by an wer of alienation on the owner of the 

for the time being. But seeing the manner in which the Land 
Transfer Bill is being pressed forward, it would be more useful 
for the Council to make sure of an effectual opposition to the 
compulsory clauses in their present than to engage in 
fresh legislation. There is yet time for Lord Harssury to 
make the desired concession in the House of Lords. But if not, 
steps must be taken for the Bill to be opposed in the House of 
Commons, and then its fate should not be uncertain. 








SIR ARTHUR CHARLES. 


Tux resignation of Sir Anrnurn Cxanruzs is pay the greatest 
disaster that could at this moment have befallen the judicial 
bench. Not that he was by any means the most prominent 
figure, or perhaps the greatest lawyer. His mod would 
always have prevented him from being the first, and at all events 
from appearing to be the second. But he had a rare combina- 
tion ob qualities of mind and character, which had already 
marked him out in general opinion for promotion to the Court 
of Appeal, and might well have carried him further. Oonfidence 
is a plant of slow growth, and from the day of his call to the 


bar down to that of his retiremerft from the bench the con-| go; 


fidence of lawyers and litigants in him slowly and steadily grew. 
It was not uncommon to hear barristers on both sides of a 
difficult case expressing the fervent wish implied in the words 
‘If we can only get before Oxartzs!” 

Yet at the commencement he had none of the brilliant 
qualities of manner, or eloquence or self-assertion, which 
attract success in the first instance. Learning he had, the most 
varied and the most sound, and it was both historical, theo- 
retical, and practical. Shrewd good sense, too, he had, and 
knowledge of the world and of business, which is often absent 
from men of deep learning; and these qualities enabled him 
early to pick up practice of all scrts in spite of his learning and 
modesty, both of which hel to establish his utation 
wherever he got a foothold. addition to this, great vem 
in the maintenance of his own opinions was combined with 
inexhaustible patience and courtesy and dignity in listening to 
the opinions of others, whether his leaders or juniors, or clients 
or opponents. He could appreciate the arguments on both 
sides of any question without ewe # and hold his own 
without vanity or irritation. This both-sidedness, supported by 
a clear and terse literary style, made him an excellent % 
a position which he filled for some years in the Court of e- 
quer in spite of increasing practice. Reporters in search of a 
model cannot do better than study the Exchequer Reports in 
the days when he and AnsTIz the court between them— 
both men of marked ability and collaborating on the same lines, 
a careful elimination of all that was irrelevant in cases or facts 
or arguments. 

In the case of Cuantzs there was never among his con- 
tem 
judge; the only doubt was whether he would ever have the 


chance. He was cut out for a judge; but it was feared that his | i 


absence of eloquence and forensic manner and self-assertion 
might unfit him for passing successfully through the ordeal of a 
leader’s practice, the fixed between the most learned of 
juniors, who has no official connection, and the bench. But the 
doubt was unfounded. He took silk at an © moment, 
held his own by the weight of his authority, and, on the 

tion of Sir Anruvr Cottuvs to India, became leader of the 
Western Circuit, of which he easily maintained the practical as 
well as the nominal headship. It was lucky for him too that 
during his period of silk there was a boom in ecclesiastical 
causes, wilh gave full scope to his historical 
judgment without making undue demand upon those 
in which he was less gifted—rhetoric and 
getting. This, and the leadership of his circuit, him the 
prominence which was necessary to enable him to command 


Probably no man altered less than he by the change of 


poraries the slightest doubt that he would make a first-rate | seem 


position ; and the reason is obvious: all his 
those of a judge, even when he was at the bar. 
Bath he had some ies of ing this. It 

his lot to fascinate or attract either the sae ene 
by dramatic incidents, flashes of h 


argument on the nt ees and he was eq 
home in criminal law, law, or ecclesiastical law. 
instance of real law, we refer to The Bishop of 
v. Parry (1891, 2 Q. B. 277), in he decided that a 
charity trustees for more than twenty-one without 
proval of the Charity Commissioners was altogether, 

valid for twenty-one years.. In criminal law we may refer to 2. v. 
Hall (1891, 1 Q. B. 747), in which he quashed an indictment 
oven conte 6s Oe ee 
against an overseer under arliamentary Registration 
1843, were indictable misdemeanours ; this is one of his 
judgments, and is an admirable statement of the general law 
upon the subject of offences with statutory — 
excluding by implication the liability to indictment. mer- 
cantile matters we may mention Davis v. Howard (24 Q. B. D. 
691), in which ne anes the legality of a custom of th 













Dota 


Ueno res 


gagees and 
ment of the smack; the Sovereign Life Assurance Co. v. 
(1892, 1 Q. B. 405), a question of set-off between a 
licy-holder and an insurance 
‘aumvoll Manufactur von Schetbler v. 
2 Q. B. 310), a curious contest on conflicting 
charter-party, his — in which was subsequently over- 
ruled by the Court of Appeal on one point, described vos 
the Lords Justices as ‘‘a peculiar one, seldom, if ever, likely to 
occur again.” 
It is unnecessary to refer to instances of ecclesiastical law, 
he was in all the great cases on the subject at the bar ; but had few 
portunities on the bench of ing his unrivalled knowledge 
of the subject. In all his judgments, however, he shews the same 
frugality of words which marked ee Coe He goes 
straight to the ¢, and prunes off every . For this 
reference ma: made to the early part of the volume 1894 1 
Q. B., when he was sitting in a Divisional Court with Waicxt, 
J., in a series of cases. No j exceeds two pages ; 
Se ceeeaarhae athien, Soke but he a 
y suppressing others, but by compressing himself, yet always 
eeneny stating Sie queues Se eee en ee ee 
For he was quite from the vani i i 
the possibility of a reversal on 
reversed. 
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LEGISLATION IN PROGRESS. 


Brrzs Passep rvro Law.—On the 29th ult. the Royal Assent was 
given to the Consolidated Fund (No. 1) Bill, the Army Annual Bill, 
the County of Dublin Surveyors Bill, and several private and Pro- 
visional Order Bills. 


REVIEWS. 


BOOKS RECEIVED. 


Bullen and Leake’s Precedents of Pleadings, with Notes and Rules 
Relating to Pleading. Fifth Edition. Revised and Adapted to the 
Present Practice in the Queen’s Bench Division of the High Court of 
Justice. By Tuomas J. BuLLEN, of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at- 
Law; Cyr Dopp, of the Inner Temple, one of her Majesty’s 
Counsel; CHARLES WALTER CLIFFORD, of the Inner Temple, Bar- 
rister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


Hints on Advocacy, Conduct of Cases Civil and Criminal, Classes of 
Witnesses, and Suggestions for Cross-examining them, &c. By 
RicHarp Harris, one of her Majesty’s Counsel. Eleventh Edition. 
Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


Bills of Costs in the High Court of Justice and Court of Appeal, in 
the House of Lords and the Privy Council, with the Scales of Costs and 
Tables of Fees in use in the House of Lords and Commons relating to 
Private Bills; Election Petitions, Parliamentary and Municipal ; 

uiries and Arbitration under the Lands Clauses Consolidation Act, 

other Arbitratious ; Proceedings in the Court of the Railway and 
* Canal Commission, in the County Court, and the Mayor’s Court ; the 
Scales of Costs and Table of Fees in use in the Court of Passage, 
Liverpool; and Conveyancing Costs. With Orders and Rules as to 
Costs and Court Fees, and Notes and Decisions relating thereto. 
By Horace Maxwett Jounson, Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons 
(Li ited). 

A New System of Book-Keeping for Solicitors, with Examples, 
Shewing at a Glance the Amount of Cash in hand Belonging to 
Clients and the Amount Belonging to the Business. By SYDNEY 
Hopsou., Chartered Accountant (of the firm of Henry & Hodsoll, 
London and Gravesend). Gee & Co. 


The Law of Friendly Societies and Industrial and Provident 
Societies. With the Acts, Observations thereon, Forms of Rules, &c., 
of Leading Cases at Length, and a Copious Index. 

T th Edition. By Epwarp Wr1iamM Brasrook, F.S.A., 
Barrister-at-Law, Chief Registrar of Friendly Societies. Shaw & 


A Tabular Reminder of the Death Duties which may arise in 

of the death of any person dying on or after the lst of July, 

1 where such duties have not been previously commuted or 

eompounded for. Compiled by ALFRED FELLows, Barrister-at-Law. 
Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 








CORRESPONDENCE, 
THE LAND TRANSFER BILL. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. } 


Sir,—The Land Transfer Act, 1875, is 129 sections and 62 sub- 
sections long, and during the last twenty-two years several sections 
have been repealed and others altered so that the Act or the 
parts of it still in force are most difficult to understand. 

The title of the new Bill is: ““An Act . . . to amend the Land 
Transfer Act, 1875,” and besides the alterations made in the Bill 
itself, it contains a schedule three pages long of re and ‘“ minor 
amendments” of the principal Act, thereby making it a case of 
confusion worse confounded to try and understand the two Acts when 


I am aware that in the rt on the Bill of the Council of the 
Law Society, UK, the subject of consolidation of the 
Saaeeate Setnanl he Con i nal CORR Saint dates 
suggested, but as many of us are not li to live to see the passing 
of such an Act, is i yf sufficient reason Pa a consolidation of the 
two Land Transfer Acts, rather than an “‘ amendment ” of the Act of 
1875, should not be pressed for now, leaving the possible general 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. } 


Sir,—It seems not inappropriate to bring before the notice of the 
= in England the mode of registering the titles to land in 
tland, in the hope that some hints may be derived from it for the 
guidance of the Lord Chancellor in the English Bill. The tendency 
of modern legislation has been to assimilate the law of the two 
countries where that has been possible without injury to either. 
Their land laws were at one time the same. They have diverged. 
Is it not worth while considering, if a change must be made, whether 
it should not be in the direction of convergence again? ‘You say ina 
recent number of your journal, ‘‘ The assistant registrar of the Land 
Registry Office has traversed Germany and Austria to discover how 
they carry on registration there, and we have his printed report that 
he found everything admirably a: -”’ Iventure to say that if 
the assistant registrar had extended his inquiry to Scotland he would 
have found a system of registration there which has stood the test of 
time, and has proved itself capable of development and expansion to 
meet modern requirements. 
In dealing with the land laws it is important to keep the history of 
the subject in mind. The Statute of Enrolments in 1535 was the 
inning of the registration of titles to land in England. That was 
followed in Scotland in 1599 by the establishment of land registers 
throughout the kingdom. The system then introduced is the founda- 
tion of the present system in - Amendments have been 
made from time to time, and I venture to say that the present system 
is as nearly up to date as ible. The deeds themselves are sent to 
the registry and copied therein, and then returned to the senders. 
When it is not desired to register an entire deed, a clause of direction may 
be inserted stating the po te be registered, or a notarial instrument 
may be used by way of a memorial. Preference of title or security is 
given according to the date of registration. The period of prescription 
of titles is nominally twenty years, but as this prescription does not 


.extinguish securities over land, the general practice is to take a search 


for forty years, and to bring down this search from time to time as 
ions occur. The cost of a search for forty years in all the 
registers, both property and personal, exclusive of copying fees, 
amounts to £4. The expense of bringing down the search is trifling. 
The search serves, to a certain extent, the purposes of a certificate of 
title. Sir Frederick Pollock says of this system (Land Laws, p. 167) : 
‘* Registration of assurances is well known in every Fnglish- ing 
country. It has been long in force in Ireland, in Scotland (where the 
system acts to a great extent as a registration of title also), and in several 
of the United States.” Improvements on thesystem of searching are 
now under consideration. I may here quote a passage from a paper 
read by me before the Incorporated Law Society on the Land 
Transfer Bill of 1895 as applicable, with some smal! exceptions, to 
the provisions of the present Bill. ‘‘The merits and demerits of the 
Scottish system of registration of deeds may be summed up under the 
following heads : (1) Security of title upon the faith of the register, 
and immunity from fraud, under a system which has stood the test 
of 300 years. (2) icity and adaptability to varying modern 
requirements, admitting to registration equally freeholds and long 
leaseholds, limited interests, uncivided shares, restrictive covenants, 
mining rights, mortgages, and notices of transfer from the dead to 
the living, both by will and under intestacy. Boundaries are fully 
stated, and the most minute sub-divisions of land present no diffi- 
culty. On the other hand, registration of title, as proposed in the 
wo he wa Re its ay na ‘is —. and admits of 
oe e registration of a limited number of persons as 
owners of the fee simple. It leaves boundaries vague. (3) 
Economy and despatch. The fees of registration are moderate, 
and could be further reduced without making any call on the 
Searches are made with expedition and economy. 
On the other hand (i.e., under the of registration of titles) the 
registration of an absolute title is dilatory and expensive. The regis- 
tration of a possessory title is of no great advantage, inasmuch as 
you must go on investigating the title for at least agg after 
the registration. (4) The minimum of officialism. @ solicitor 
examines the title and search, the deed of transfer, and sends 
it to the register. The scale fees of conveyance are i 
1} per cent. up to £500, and under 1 per cent. in larger transactions, 
where one solicitor acts for both parties. (5) A reasonable amount 
of privacy. The is public, but no one thinks of searching it 
unless interested, to do so he must have a description of the 
roperty. The deeds are sent back to the solicitor when / 
Wy ¢ decd ts lok, antutiunt ann be obtained from the register, which 
seosinniiony coeiianoen Sov. cole tetguey oat - Deeds are 
freely lent by one solicitor to another. (6) Registration of deeds as 


ractised in England is approved in the evidence of Mr. 0, T. 


exchequer. 


of real property statutes to a future generation ? unders, of Birmingham, and of Mr. Middleton, of Leeds. It is 
I think the Couneil of the Society might strongly this matter | practised with success in certain of the United States of America, 
the attention of the Government when the gets into the | According to Dr. Leech it does not give satisfaction in Ireland, 


asI fear it is now too late to persuade the Lord Chan- 
eellor to alter the Bill in the Lords. JoHN MiIniER. 
Bristol, March 30. 





for making searches. 


mainly owing to the extravagant fees 
i ically conducted, seems well 


The system, if ly and 


, proper: : 
adapted to the wants of a highly complicated state of society. — 
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The success of the Torrens’ system in new countries like Aus- 
tralia and New Zealand does not infer its success here. (7) Regis- 
tration of title is cpen.so. Se =e. ¢ future fraud, as shewn in the 
evidence of Mr. Wo olme and Mr. Lake. This does not 
to the registration of deeds. (8) On the other hand, the regi 
of deeds implies the abolition of equitable af 

Seeing that you have in England the registers in Middlesex and 
in Yorkshire, and that these are founded on the historical foundation 
of the Statute of Enrolments, it seems to me that the safest 
for me profession in England » take is to ee out bs en exten- 
sion of that system as against the comparative istration 
of title. Lord Watson and Lord Shand are well able to ples to 
the House of Lords the advantages of the Scottish system, and as 
many of the Peers have landed estates in Scotland, they must be 
familiar with its advantages, T. C, Youna. 

Glasgow, March 25. F 

At the present juncture the question of a register of assurances 
in agian is not of practical importance, though our correspon- 
dent’s account of the system in Scotland will be read with interest. 
His quotation of our remarks on the report of the assistant registrar 
of the Land Registry Office requires to be taken in connection with 
the context.—ED. S.J. ] 


LONDON AND COUNTY BANK v. GODDARD. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—I have read with much interest your comments on the above 
case, but while recognizing as I do the unqualified character of the 
words of the section (and of the samy. “ay 2 section of the Convey- 
ancing Act, 1881), I have never been able to satisfy myself that they 
do more than vest in the new trustee such estate as had previously been 
vested in his predecessor. Anything further than this seems beyond the 
purview of sections 10 and 12, the general object of which is to make 
good the loss occasioned by the death, retirement, &c., of the old 
trustee, not to get in outstanding legal estates which were never 
vested in the  - trustee, and which pel be affected by 
other equities. There are many instances in which the courts have 
given to the words of a statute a less extensive meaning than they 
are capable of bearing, where the restricted construction is large 
enough to attain the end apparently in view. What the section 
appears to me to contemplate is merely the enabling the appointor to 
accomplish by vesting declaration, “without any conveyance or 
assignment,” what under the old law and practice would have been 
carried out by conyeyance or assignment from the old trustee or his 
representatives. It can never have been intended to affect legal 
estates which may happen to be in the hands of parties in no way 
privy to the trust. L. W. L. 

March 27. 

NEW ORDERS, &c. 
HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE, 
EASTER VACATION, 1897. 
Notice. 

There will be no sitting in court during the Easter Vacation. 

During Easter Vacation :—All applications which. may require to 
be immediately or promptly heard are to be made to the Honourable 
Mr. Justice Cave. 

Mr. Justice Cave will act as Vacation Judge from Thursday, April 
15th, to Monday, April 26th, both days inclusive. 

His lordship will sit in Queen’s Bench Judges’ Chambers on Thurs- 
day, April 22nd, at 11 a.m., for the disposal of urgent Queen’s Bench 
summonses. 

On other days, within the above — applications in ent 
matters may be made to his lordship by post or personally, in whi 
latter case the applicant should proceed to Sutton by the > 
Brighton, and South Coast Railway, and thence by cab to Wood- 
mansterne. 


> 





In any case of great urgency, the brief of counsel may be sent to 
the judge by book-post or , " ied by office 
copie of the affidavits in support of the a ' a 
minute, on @ separate sheet of paper, si 


the 
he ay consider the applicant ge Ee 
1 Le T Fh "Ragheting Vi zm ‘cane Registrary 
i tter: To the i in Vacation, 
Chambers, Royal Courts of Justice, London, W.C.” 
On applications for injunctions, in addition to the above, a copy of 


cate of writ issued must 
the registrar. 












The retirement, after many years’ service, is announced of Mr. Peter 
Paget, the Official Assignee, and Mr. J.C. Austin, two of the oldest 
officials of the London a Court. They were held in high esteem, 


not for their I ties, but for the and assiduity 
salldh thay disbonged thy duties eqputeiaing etna olbeen: 


with 





CASES. OF THE WEEK, 
Court of Appeal. 


DODD v. CHURTON. No. 1. 19th March. 


Burtpme Contract, Construction or—O.avse as To PsgwaLtims rom 
Data, —Exrnas Orperep ry ARCHITRCT. 


to be final and conclusive.’ 4, “Any given by the 
the ot, but all ndtion, omisons, or variations made’ in carrying 
contract, ’ or 
out the works for which a price may not have been upon 
are to be measured and valued and certified for by the and 
added to or deducted from the amount of the contract, as the case may be, 
according to the detailed schedule of prices on which the contract was 
formed.’’ Clause 19, ‘‘ The architects shall have the power to délay or 
suspend the works during unsuitable weather or for any other reasonable 
cause, but the works are to be recommenced after due notice 
from the architects. The time lost by such delay to be to the time 





tion, he is thereby disabled from claiming penalties for 
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as to bring the agreement within the St. John’s case, but only so as 
to bring it within the Westwood case. Therefore, we hold that the build- 
owner, although he was entitled by the contract to order extra works, 


80 he has disabled himself from recovering penalties, and 
was not entitled to bring this counter-claim. I adopt the 
judgment of Wills, J., and this appeal must therefore be dismissed. 

Lorzs, L.J.—I agree. The appeal must be dismissed. 

Curry, L.J.—I am of the same opinion as to the construction of this 
contract. The rule here one of the conditions of an agreement 
is rendered e of perfo: the action of the grantee, that 

ced. Here, by the ordering of the extras it was 


ir 

for the builder to complete the entire works within the time 
Of course, a man may enter into a contract as in the St. John’s 
and this rule would then not be enforced. But this case is not similar 
the St. John’s case. The contract here is not vitiated, and must stand. 
dismissed.—Covunszr.,, H. E. Lioyd ; Lochnis. Soxtcrrons, Ounliffes 
, for W. H. Churton, Chester ; Rowcliffes, Rawle, ¢ Co., for A. 

BE. Whittingham, Nantwich. 

[Reported by E. G. Sti:tweuy, Barrister-at-Law. } 


WHITE v. SOUTHEND HOTEL CO. (LIM.). No. 2. 23rd March. 
Lawprorp anp Tenanr—Lzase—Covenant sy Lesser not To Buy Excis- 
ABLE Liquors OTHERWISE THAN FROM Lessor on His Successons—Assicn 
or Lzsszz not Namep—Assicn Wuetuer Bounp—Proviso ror ABaTE- 
want or Rent on OnservaAnce or Covenant—AssicN or LessEe 
Wueruzr Entitizp ro Bexerit or Proviso arrer Lessor HAs AassiGNED 
nis Wing AND Srrair Busrvess. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Kekewich, J., on an originating 
summons taken out by the plaintiffs aséxecutors of Sir Thomas White, 
deceased, to have it determined whether the defendant company were 
entitled to the benefit of a proviso in a lease granted by Sir Thomas White 
1882, which provided for the reduction of the rent payable under the 
from £1,500 to £1,200 a year if the lessee should perform a covenant 
ay excisable liquors for his hotel otherwise than from or through 
(sho was a wine merchant) or his successors. It was admitted, 

the purposes of this case, that the defendant company had in fact 
observed the covenant. Kekewich, J., decided that, having done so, the 
defendant company, whether or not it was bound by the covenant, was 
entitled to the abatement. The plaintiffs yeaa 

Tun Cover (Livpizy, A. L. Surrx, and Ricsy, L.JJ.) dismissed the 


ee 


i 


4 


x, L.J., said: This is a case of some little peculiarity, but I have 
to the conclusion that the learned judge below was right, and I shall 
with the case in the same way as he has dealt with it in his judg- 
t. There was a lease by Sir Thomas White, who was a wine and 

merchant trading as White & Price. The lease was made to Mr. 
Fuller, who is called the lessee, and is a lease of a certain hotel 
t of £1,500 for a term of some thirty years, or at any rate for 
hich hasnot yet expired. The lessee enters into cious cove- 
rent and to repair and paint, and also covenants that he will 
time during the term convert the premises intoa private house, 
, or suffer them to be used, for any other purpose than a hotel, 
and conduct the eame in a proper manner.and so as to 
reasonable ground for refusing a licence. Then the lessee 
with the lessor, his heirs and assigns, ‘‘ that he, the lessee, 
nor will during the term hereby granted buy, receive, sell, or 
of, either directly or indirectly, nor suffer or permit to be bought, 
, or disposed of, either directly or indirectly, in, upon, out 
t the said premises, or any part thereof, any foreign wines or 
, or other exciseable liquors whatsoever, other 
Jide supplied by or through the lessor or his suc- 
assigns or assign, provided the said person or 8 
supply the same of good and per quality to 
current market price thereof.” e object of that 
ough : indirectly to compel the lessee to get all his 
m oA leesor lg mem Sir a White 
1883 the plaintiffs, executors, assign e good- 
to persons who are still carrying it on. The first 
to is whether the burden of this covenant 
the lease; in short, whether it runs 
the reversion. We have now to deal 
r’s legal personal representatives, and 
e — ; this — does -_ 
“ assigns’ e lessee, does, notwithstanding 
‘ assigns,’’ run with the tenant’s interest. Such 
little troublesome and a little difficult ; but, ha 
ties to which our attention has been called, 
. Chaplin (2 Henry Blackstone 133), 3 Hands 
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433, 44 Ch. D. 503), and Fisetwood v. Hull (37 W. R. 714, 
23 Q. B. D. 35), it a to me impossible to say that the assigns of 
the tenant are not oot bey the covenant. I tink this to dlomty 0 


covenant restraining the lessee and a = 
using an part of the property manner 
which 4 orbidden. That is a covenant touching the land. 
is plain, not only from what was said by this court 

fn Clegg v. Hands (ubi spra), where we had a somewhat different 
to solve, but quite from the decision of Charles, J., in 

v. Hull (ubi supra). these authorities it is clear that this 

does touch the land, and that the defendants are bound by it. 


Of course the defendants are being sued, not by the of the 
businees—for the purchasers cannot main any action of the kind, 


—but by the executors of the lessor, who are in no worse position than the 


a agag named) from | accrued to 





answer to an action brought by the executors for a breach of 
What the t be in such an action I do not know; 


rent: it is an offer of an abatement of rent. It appears to me it is a pro- 
vision which enures for the benefit of the assign, just as the covenant 
binds the assign. Mr. Farwell made a point which seemed plausible, that 
the covenant is a personal covenant only. I do not think itis. He also 
said that there was now no covenant which the assign could obecrve. If 
the tenant, simply for his own convenience, happened to buy spirits of 
the person who had uired the lessor’s business, I should have grave 
doubts whether that would entitle the tenant to an abatement. But the 
whole difficulty disap when you come to the conclusion that in such 
a case the tenant is bound by the covenant. Then the proviso applies 
in actual terms, without any ty at all. What has happened is 
this. We are asked to say whether, inasmuch as the present tenants 
have bought their liquors from the of the lessor’s business, they 
are entitled to this abatement. I have come to the conclusion that they 
are, though they did not rest their case on the ground that they were 
bound by the covenant, but.on the ground that they were entitled to the 
abatement, whether or not they were bound, if they had in fact bought of 
the lessor’s successors. I am not inclined to go so far as that, but I think 
the learned judge’s decision was correct. 

A. L. Surrn and Ricxy, L.JJ., delivered judgment to the same effect, 
the latter remarking that he believed the real intention of the parties to 
the lease was that the rent should be £1,200 a year, and that the covenant 
to pay a rent of £1,500, with a proviso for abatement, was inserted to 

more certain the observance of the terms as to purchasing wine and 
spirits.—CovunsEL, Farwell, Q.C., and Lyttelton Chubb ; Eve, Q.C., and Mar- 
telli. Soxicitors, Hewitt ¢ Chapman ; Mossop § Rolfe. 
| Reported by R. C. Macxznziz, Barrister-at-Law. | 


Re THE CORPORATION OF BRITISH INVESTORS (LIM.). No.2. 3lset 
March. 


Pracrice—APppiicaTion ror Stray or Execution Panpinc APPEAL—ORDER 
ror Securiry ror Costs or APPgAL— Non-CcoMPLIANCE WITH ORDER 
ror Secunrry—PostPongMENT or APPLicaTion Untit Sgcunrry Grven. 


This was an application by Mr. Bernard Boaler in person for a stay of 
execution under an order of the 19th of February, 1897, pending an appeal 
from that order. Counsel for the company took the i objection 
that this was an application in the rg rege that an order made by the 
Court of — on the 24th of last (that the appellant give 
security for the costs of his appeal from the order of the 19th of February 
to the amount of £10) not been complied with. He asked that, 
— such compliance, the present application should not be dealt 
Tus Cover (Livoiey, A. L. Surrn, and Riesy, L.JJ.) refused to hear 
the present application until security for costs had been given, and ordered 
it to stand over until the security had been given.—Counsz., Macashie. 
Soxicrrors, Beall ¢ Co. 


[Reported by W. Saaticross Gopparp, Barrister-at-Law.]} 


Re CARTER AND KENDERDINE. No.2. 27th March. 


Venpok AND Purcuassr — Votuntary Sarriuement — Prorecrion or 
Purcuasen—Banxrurtcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vicr. c. 52), s. 47. 


under the Vendor and Purchaser 


auld 
Section 47 of the Bankruptcy Act is as follows : (1) “ Any 
made before and in con- 


; 
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‘ invalid: ‘The grounds for the liquidator’s application were 
’ clause 3 of the agreement was, in appo 
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North, J., held that in view of the conflicting decisions of Re Briggs ¢ 
Spicer (39 W. R. 377; 1891, 2 Ch. 127), Re Vamsittart (41 W. R. 286 ; \ 
2 Q. B. 377), and Re Brall (41 W. R. 623; 1893, 2 Q. B. 381), the title 
was too doubtful to force on a purchaser, andthe only thing he could do 
was to dismiss the summons. 

The vendors appealed. 

Tue Court (Linpiey, A. L. Swrru, end Riesy, L.JJ.) allowed the 
appeal. 
Eads L.J., said that the point was an extremely important one. 
[His lordship referred to the confli and continued :] 
The question turns upon the true construction of section 47 of the Bank- 
ruptcy Act, 1883. By clause 3 of that section ‘‘ settlement’’ includes 
‘* any conveyance or transfer of property,”’ and by section 168 *‘ property ’’ 
includes ‘‘ money, goods, things in action, lahd, and every of 
property, whether real or personal.” Section 47 therefore hits a convey- 
ance or transfer of any kind of Lge oe! whatsoever. But upon looking 
at the section it is to be observed that it does not say that the settle- 
ment is to be void or anything of the kind, but only that it is to be void 
as against the trustee in bankruptcy, which is a totally different thing. 
Then the question arises—How can a settlement be void as against the 
trustee in bankruptcy until there is a trustee in bankruptcy? That 
brings in the question—From what time is:the settlement to be void ? 
The section says nothing about time, but having regard to the 
of the section, and the nature of the transactions comprised in it, the true 
construction is that the settlement is not void until there is a trustee in 
bankruptcy. The consequences of the opposite construction are 80 
startling as to shock one’s good sense. If a father gives his son a horse 
or asum of money, of course the father might become bankrupt within 
two years or within ten years. Oan it be that the son cannot give a 

title to the horse or the sum of money during that period? Tho 

view which this court takes of the section hes been taken, not only by 
Vaughan Williams, J., but also by the Divisional Court in Re Holden (36 
W. R. 189, 20 Q. B. D. 43), where the trustees of a voluntary settlement 
which became void under this section were entitled as against the trustee 


in bankruptcy to a lien on the trust for properly 
a Senstoes pele to the taal. 


incurred in the performance of their du 
ruptcy. The appeal must be allowed. 

A. L. Sra and Ricry, L.JJ., gave judgment to the same effect. 
Appeal allowed.—Counsr1, Cozens-Hardy, Q.C., and Borthwick ; Eustace 
Smith, Soxscrrons, Miller, Smith, ¢ Beli; Gerrish § Foster. 

[Reported by W. SHALLCROSS GODDARD, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re E. J. WRAGG (LIM.). No. 2. - Feb. ; 2nd, 4th, 5th, and 19th 
March. 


Company—Winpine up—Issuz or Parp-vp SHanzrs—Recisterep Conrract 
—Issuz at Unpervatvus—Lisiity or Ho~rper—Companres Act, 1867 
(30 & 31 Vicr. c. 131), s. 25. 

This was an appeal from a decision of Vaughan Williams, J. E. J. 


Wragg (Limited), a ‘‘ private’? company, was ted in 1894 to 
take over a cab proprietors’ and livery stable ’ business. The 
vendors of the business held practically the whole of the company’s 
shares. The purchase-money was payable, as to » by the allotment to 
the vendors of 2,000 fully paid shares of £10 , and an t to 


agreemen 
that effect was duly filed with the Registrar of Joint-Stock Companies 
before the shares were issued. Afterwards, the company having been 
ordered to be wound up, the liquidator took out a summons 
make the vendors liable for a sum of about £11,000, on 
that extent the consideration for the issue 6f the 2,000 
Vaughan ae - ae mae Fe ee and 
appealed. e a was argued on the of February, 
2ni 2 a and 5th of March. Judgment was delivered on 
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Tue Covrr (Lixpizy, A. L. Surrn, and Ricsy, L.JJ.) dismissed 


a 4 

, ae L.J., said that though it was contended that the shares 
not properly be treated as fully et te attempt had been 
impeach or set aside the agreement. the of the 
Lords in Salomon v. Salomon § Co. (45 W. B. 193; 1897, A. O. 22) 
could not, on the materials now before it, hold the agreement 
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appeared from the books of the company, the stock-in-trade 
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paid to the vendors, to be taken to be worth £27 
£15,375, and that of the difference, £11,000, 
buted to the 2,000 shares. He could not 
Even if the stock-in-trade was worth no 
there was no agreement to buy it at that p 
larger amount. Clause 3 was plainly inserted 
The law applicable to the case was as fo) 
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holder to pay to the company the amount of his shares was a statutory 
liability, ps fe a specialty debt (Companies Act, 1862, s. a y a 
short form of action was given for its recovery (section 70). t that 


dsbt might be discharged in any way which was open to a limited com 
pany and applicable to special: S 
release a shareholder from his obligation withou 
mons ) ve It could not give fully — : g 
preclude ‘om requiring payment. Nor could it deprive itself 
right to future payment in cash by agreeing to accept future 

some other way. It could not su 
special t for its statutory action for non- of calls. 
followed that shares in limited companies could not at 
count, The payment by a debtor tc his creditor of a lesg sum than 
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seutes 
> 
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due did not discharge the debt ; and this technical doctrine 
invoked in aid of the law which ited the shares of a limited company 
technical doctrine 


passed. The a) 
A. L. Surrn veneer, L.JJ., delivered ges to i we effect.— 


Counss1, Sir Robert Finlay, 8.G., Buckley, a Hi 
Reed, Q.0., and Ward idge ; Eve, Q.C., and A. H. Carrington. Soxrcr- 
tors, Solicitors to the Board of Trade; Young $ Sons ; Colyer ¢ Colyer ; A. B. 


Greville. . 
(Reported by BR. C. Macxewars, Barrister-at-Law. |} 
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High Court—Chancery Division. 
AERATED BREAD CO. v. SHEPHERD. North, J. 23rd March. 
Lonpon Buripme Acr, 1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. coxm.), 8. 64, suB-SECTION 
(18)—Parry Watt—New Brickwork. 

In this action the question arose whether the defendant, in building 
against a party wall, had complied with the provisions of the London 
Building Act, 1894, s. 64, sub-section (18). A party 
oom inches thick was builtfin 1892. Lge Fy later 


é 
g 


(18), of the London Building Act, 1894, provides that “a flue shall not be 
built in or structure unless it be surrounded with new 
phate yg meny foge bonded.” The 
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LEWIS v. POWELL. Stirling, J. 7th and 20th March. 


Pracrice—Discovery—Propvocrion or Documents—Documants IN Possms- 
ston oF Former Soxicrror—Sozicrron’s Lizy—Diusrvts as To Bus or 
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in the usual mode for discovery. But to ent cuataaton fhe seuss EP 
give , and formerly a was that attach- 
men should not be issued without leave of the court. rtion of the 
order is now unnecessary, as under the Rules of the Supreme Court a writ of 
attachment cannot be issued without leave of the court. Now, in this 
case the disputes the bill of costs, and says he has a good claim 
for negligence against the solicitors. t that to be allowed as an 


answer to an an ordinary claim for production? It is said that the rule 
of the court in the former cases based upon the theory that it is 
desirable to discourage collusion between a solicitor and his t for the 


of discovery, and does not apply to a case where the 

Blat dloptes the bl of costs. I must out that nothing is more 
common for a client who has with and left his solicitor to 
be Gigsatisfied with the mode in which the solicitor has conducted his 
that as an answer, it would be resorted to 
had been a change of solicitors, and the 
court would have to consider whether an action for negligence would be 
likely to succeed or not. But the true test is whether the person called 
See wuenine ae best to get possession of the documents 
by his solicitor. The court can judge that question ; it has not 

the means of judging whether an action against the solicitor will succeed 
or not, a the mere seeenene by Re os iat he 
negligence — solicitor ought not to 

be accepted'as relieving him from his obligation. The court, however, 
will of couree give liberty to apply in order to provide for the contingency 
of there being difficulty in obtaining the documents. On the hearing of 
the case I directed it to stand over for a fortnight with a view to 


i! 


ascertaining what position the plaintiff’s former solicitors took up. An 
has. been made to the solicitors and it appears that they 
desire to adhere to their legal position till their lien discharged. I 
cannot blame them for that ; it is notmy duty to say what can be done by 
the tiff to enable production to be obtained. But at all events it 
does not appear to me perfectly impossible for the plaintiff to obtain 
of the documents in question. I think, therefore, that the 
modified'as I have mentioned ought to go.—OounsgL, Grosvenor 
Woods, Q:0., and Lacy Smith; Graham Hastings, Q.C., and FE. Ford, 
Sourcrrons, Woodham Smith ; Hanbury, Whitting, ¢ Nicholson. 
[Reported by J. I. Straixa, Barrister-at-Law.) 
THE SALT UNION Gam) AND THE DROITWICH SALT CO. (LIM.) », 
J. HAR &CO. Kekewich, J. 18th March. 


Govannuant — ‘‘Srrzet’” — Unsan Avrnornrry — Vestine oF 
** Sager’? m Unsan Avruorrry—Pvusiic Heattu Act, 1875 (38 & 39 

Vier. c, 55) s. 149. 

This was an action brought by the directors of the plaintiff company, 
owners of salt works at Droitwich, for an injunction to restrain the 
defendants, the owners of other salt works at Droitwich, from laying down 

permitting to remain laid down, lines of pipes for conveying water or 
brine beneath certain streets in Droitwich on the ground—as to certain 

th tiffs were owners of property on both sides of the 

and as claimed to be entitled as owners to the soil beneath 
to other places, where the plaintiffs owned property on 
mly, that as such owners they were entitled to the 
to the centre. The defendants contended that they 
ht to lay and maintain the pipes in question on the following 
1); That under the Public Health Act of 1875, section 149, the 
was vested in the corporation as the urban sanitary au- 
‘thatthe pipes had been laid under the licence of the corpora- 
» moreover, the pipes were nowhere laid below the made ground, 
cases were laid in the macadam of. the roadway itself; (2) that 
ofthe roadway was not vested in the corporation by virtue of 
Health Act, it was so vested in them by a charter granted by 
» by which all soil of the roads and highways was granted to 
this charter was subsequently confirmed by a charter of James 
was an immemorial custom by which pipes to lead 
to be laid through the streets; and (4) that the plain- 
barred from obtaining any remedy ring: te their own laches. 
other hand, contended that the Public Health Act 

e street in the corporation as to enable them 
laying and maintaining « line of pipes for com- 
Droitwich was not a Royal Borough; and that 
shewed that property in only part of the town, not 
the streets, was in King John, who only granted 
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what he had in the h to it; that there was no such “‘immemo- 
rial custom ”’ as alleged by defendants; that while several of the 
Highway Acts for Worcestershire—e.g., 12 Anne and 8 Geo. 3—recognized 
the fact that who had salt works had pipes through the highways 
through w e or water passed, they did not give the highway 
pay gonna am in the land or grant to use pipes; and 
as to the contention of fendants that the plaintiffs were barred by 
their aches, it was true that on a prior occasion pipes were laid to brine 
pits through the streets, and the plaintiffs did not interfere, but the reason 


they knew, as afterwards proved to be the fact, that 


: 
| 


there was no brine in the particular pits to which the pipes were laid, and 
consequently the were useless, The defendants had, with the licence 
po chee seraee ken up the streets and laid down their pipes at a 
depth of ee ee ae ee cee Geno 
roadway, and then covered them in and restored the surface of the 
road. All the an craneteon, Sak Seon Ceanreny Se oat eee to be 
used for The cases were : v. Oharlion 





United Telephone Co. (32 W. R. 776, 18 Q. B. D. 904), Tunbridge Wells, $e, 
v. Baird (1896, A. O. 434, 44 W. R. Dig. 96); Mayor of Preston v. Fulwood 
Local Board (34 W. R. 197), Goodson v. Richardson (22 W. R. 337, L. R. 9 
Ch, 221), and Attorney-General v. Parker (3 Atk. 576). Section 149 of the 
Public Health Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 55), provides that ‘‘all streets 
being or which at any time become highways repairable by the inhabitants 
at large within any urban district, and the pavements, stones, and other 
materials thereof, and all building implements and other things provided 
for the purposes thereof, shall vest in and be under the control of the 
urban authority,’’ and it further provides that the ‘‘ urban authority may 
from time to time cause the soil of any street to be raised, lowered, or 
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together and 

thereto ap’ , and other liberties, for a hun- 
dred pounds to be tousannually .. . to have and to 
hold of us and our heirs to themselves and their heirs for ever.’’ The acts 
of ownership exercised by the consisted of the granting of 
various leases by the Corporation to private individuals—e.g., a lease for 
1,000 years ata peppercorn rent of ‘‘ full right to lay pipes and conduits 
through the streets’ was granted to the parties mentioned. 

Kexewicu, J., said that he must hold that a oe napa of lew existed 
in favour of the plaintiffs’ title, though doubts been expressed, in one 
case at any rate, whether such presumption applied to urban property. 


gran 
villa,’ that was to say, all the pro 
that town. It was not indeed that 
relied on ‘as conveying the whole ‘‘vi//.’"” Domesday Book shewed that at 
that time the whole vill did not belong to the king, and there was 
nothing to shew that any particular street vested in the Orown. But it 
was contended that subsequent acts of shewed that the corpora- 
tion possessed the streets. The alleged acts of ownership were, however, 
, and'had, moreover, not been brought home to the 
knowledge of the plaintiffs. They could not, therefore, be safely relied on, 
in the absence of proof of property in the king at the date of the charter, 
as rebutting the presumption in favour of the plaintiffs. Then the defen- 
dants contended that, by section 149 of the Public Health Act, 1875, the 
streets were vested in the corporation, and that they were in turn licensees 
of te cuneate His lordship then read the section and said that 
the ties in construing it were many and great, as was evident 
from the many judgments in Coverdale v. Charlton, to say nothing 
of the case of The Mayor of Tunbridge Welle v. Baird in the House of 
Lords. It was not easy to understand what exactly was the conclusion 
arrived at in the former case, but for the 
in the latter case were sufficient. 


necessary for the purpose of 

and maintaining and it as a street.’”?” He must have 
t that was the right construction of the section, tho he 
did not say so in so many , but only said that it was “ intelligible.” 
i Te pe hag il gr Agate pie ag mo, Saves 
vests in the urban au ity 8 property, and. such property only, as 
is necessary for the control, and maintenance of the street 
as a highway for public use’’; and Lord hten said: ‘‘ I think the 
meaning of section 149 of the Public Health Act, 1875, is to give the 
urban sanitary authority the control and t of streets coming 
within the description t contained, and such statutory right in the 
nature of a right. of property as may be sufficient to authorize them to sue 
and be sued as occasion may require in the course of such control and 
t.’’ Both the last-named learned, lords must, in delivering 


thought 


ly tre orn pe a ip Set <n-injnacticn 89 aaaeee 
em from laying any pipes or remain those already 
laid. The injunction to be suspended until the 31st of October,—Counsat, 
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Warmington, Q.0.; Renshaw, Q.C., and R. B. Moore; Haldane, Q.0.; War- 
rington, Q.C., and 4. Adams. Soutcrrors, Ashurst, Morris, Crisp, $ Co. ; 
Chester ¢ Co., for Ivens § Morton, Kidderminster. 

[Reported by C. C. Hensuey, Barrister-at-Law.]} 


Re BATTAMS AND HUTCHINSON (Solicitors), Kekewich, J. 19th 


Souicrron anp Onrent—Taxation—Jomt Appiication oF MorrGacEs 
ae anp His Banxrvupr Onurentr—Svupmission or Souicrron To 
AY. 


Motion. The facts of this case were as follows: On. the 30th of 


bankrupt. 
koft’s present solicitor, Mr. Harker, claimed to have a charge on the 
balance due to his client on the taxation. In_ the circumstances, 
the. court. req Mr. Harker to join in the application then the 
court, and .made an order upon the summons for delivery of the of 
costs and cash account, directed the rest of the summons to stand 
over, with to apply. Certain bills of costs and a cash account 
were delivered ursuance of this order, but, being considered in- 
th 19th teen iter, is on onde Gatlin the sented 
the 19th of February, 1897, for an order 
deliver within four days proper bills of costs and disbursements, and a 
cash account. All the bills were, by order made upon that motion, 
referred to taxation, the costs being reserved. During these proceedings 
Mr. Schwertchkoff was adjudicated bankrupt. In dra 
upon the motion the trar inserted the usual su to pay by 
both applicante—viz., Mr. Schwertchkoff and Mr. Harker. Mr. Schwertch- 
koff consented; but:Mr. Harker objected, to. make the submission. The 
respondents required that. the order for taxation should go upon a sub- 
mission to 7 bee both parties (i.c., the original applicant and his solici- 
tor), and they objected to allow the order 


order, and to be relieved from the submission to pay. 

Kexewwu, J.—The question which I have to decide is whether the order 
can go on the submission of one, or whether it must. not be on the sub 
mission of both applicants. It is the established practice that the order 
for taxation on the application of a client is never made 


[Reported by R, J. A. Monnztson, Barrister-at-Law.)} 


THE TADCASTER TOWER BREWERY CO. v. WILSON AND OTHERS. 
Romer, J. 16th March. 


Vunpor anp Purcuassr—Srrcrvic ParroRMANCE—AGREBMENT FOR SALE OF 
Pusiic-nousts—Oprion to Derermine  “ Licence Lyporsgp on 
wisk ArrgcTep’’ ngrorE CompLeTiIon—RervsaL or APPLICATION BY Pur- 
cHasER FoR Tamporary Autuoriry To Carry on Business. 


, being 28, 
cottages, for the price of £725, the da 
being the 22nd of January, 1896, and 
licence or 4 te 
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tiffs f ae Ny — on he plaintifis stated that 
P postponed completion. 
of January, 1696, an application was made 
porary authority to carry on the business 
the next transfer day, and that thacppieetin was adj 
on the — of Pgs 1896. pepper ae pe the 
claimed to have the agreement set aside deposit money 
The defendants stated that upon payment of the purchase 
were willing to do everything that was usual to enable the 
pa for the transfer of the licence or magistrates’ 
tiffs or their nominee, and also that the application 
magistratess was made without the consent of or notice to 
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dants, and before the plaintiffs were in a to make same, 
and they stated that such a was for a temporary authority 
under section 1-of 5-& 6 Vict. co. 44 in favour of a stronger, and that 
the licence or certifieate was not capable of being transferred except at a 
counter claimed £ ‘specific FB The flowing Sieg outhedtiior 

or pe . were 
peferred to in viz., Day v. Luhke (16 W. BR. 717, L. B. 5 Eq. 


to for taxation of the bills | Vendors and 


3) Serruep Lawn Acr—Sae ov Haratooms. anp 
Cuances—Sarriep 





Sih, Caying v. Sore 18 WB. L. R. 3 0. P. Onolee v. Gate 


.R. 70, L. BR. 7 Oh. 18), and Vendors and: 6th 
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at the next special sessions or interim authority to use the licence. But in 
the absence of oppelal peovisionn nnd thea wese emo tations tie 
vendor did not take upon any of the above risks. All that he was 
py Aealar A egg anlipany, lage Seine epee at the date 
fixed for completion, upon or in respect of which could 
apply at once for interim p and without delay under 
section 11 of the Act 9 . 4, c. 61 at the next special sessions 
Famer, he vale, 5 ee or 
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Butcher ; Neville, Q.0., and R. J. Parker. 
aes Witkinson, § Badger, York; Clarke § Blundell, for 
= ; [Reported by J. F. Wauey, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re THE DUKE OF Pe DOUNTT, Roe yee aE 


Investuenr ix Lanp— 
Lanp Act, 1882, s. 24, suB-secrions 
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Laasruity 

(2) (5); 8. 37. 

Summons. a settlement in 1866 the Blenheim other than 
those settled by 


with for his In 1884 vy coal 
$n whom the eale money Bed. Bere, eae a portion of it 
two freehold houses, 97 98, l-street, which were con 
jst tthe proven pov ah PA a aM epee rg 
settlement of 1866, upon, sod eubjoott which same t 
tobe bald as SS of ae vad lead the Act, “The ate Dake 
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invested in the purchase of other land, that land need not be settled so 
as to be subject to the charges affecting the charged estate. It could not 
land wa due age eget youd oy nm > th yoo 
th t sho subject to the c 
affecting other land in the settlement. Section 24 determined 
what trusts and to what uses the purchased land was 
» and the words in sub-section (2), 
thereto as ces permit,’’ in reference to the limitations of 
the settlement, seemed to be saving words to suit such a case. 
In his lordship’s opinion, therefore, there was nothing in section 24 nor in 
any part of Act which would compel him to say that the purchased 
land must be settled so as to make it subject to the +" ~ affecting the 
settled land. Taking another view of the case, which his lordship adopted 
from the ent of , L.J., in Re The Duke of Mariborough’s Settle- 
ment (34 W. R. 377, 32 Ch. D. 1), on the true construction of section 37 it 
seem that heirlooms were to be treated as land. On this construc- 
tion section 24, sub-section (5),-could consistently be brought to apply to 
the case before him, because, the lands settled and the heirlooms 
as being land constituting the whole of the settled land within the meaning 
of sub-section (5), it would follow that, ha’ sold the heirlooms thus 
regarded as settled land, the land purchased with the proceeds would be 
lands acquired by purchase with moneys arising from the sale of land 
which was not before the sale subject to the charges, and under the 
provisions of that sub-section the land thus purchased would not be so 
subject. On both grounds, therefore, in his lordship’s opinion, the land 
was not subjected and was not bound to be held subjected to the charges 
affecting the other settled land.—Covnset, Levett, Q.C., and W. C. Druce ; 
| fe SF . Soxrscrrons, Milward ¢ Co., for Milward $ Co., Bir- 
mingham ; Solicitor of Queen Anne’s Bounty. 
(Reported by Ratzcu B. Puiturorrs, Barrister-at-Law.} 





High Court—Queen’s Bench: Division. 


WILLIAMS AND ANOTHER ». MAYOR AND CORPORATION OF MAN- 
CHESTER. 18th March. 


Locar Govgernment—MonicrraL Covuncits—CommitrgE—APPROVAL BY 
Covncm or Acts or Commrrree—Ricut or Burcrss To Inspect Sucu 
Minvrss or Procezpines or CommiTree a8 ARE AcTUALLY PRESENTED 
10 -\i_niiaaammecanas Corporations Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vicr. c. 50), 
8. 


Special case stated by consent for the opinion of the Divisional Court. 
By section 233 of the Munici rations Act, 1882, a burgess of a 
city or borough has the right to t minutes of proceediags of 
the m council. The burgesses of Manchester, being dissatisfied 
that the minutes of the council did not disclose particulars of the minutes 
of committees, which were entered merely as ‘‘ having been read and 
Fst desired a declaration from the court that the above section of 

Muncipal Co: tions Act gave them a right under those circum- 
stances of also the minutes of committees in order that a bur- 
gess might be able to ascertain what the proceedings of the committees, 
as approved by the council, really were. The section provides that ‘‘ (1) 
the minutes of p of the council shall be open to the inspection 
ofa on payment of a fee of 1ls., and a burgess may make a copy 
thereof or take an extract therefrom; (2) a burgess may make a copy of 
or take an extract from an order of council for the payment of money.” 
pe agora in exercise of the powers given them by clause B of Schedule 
II. ofthe Act, and by the powers given them in various local Acts, made 
several standing orders for the management of the business of the council, 
and from time to time appointed a large number of committees to 
out the work of the corporation. Among these orders were the following : 
XI. (1) “An ‘epitome’ of minutes of the several committees of the 

shall be prepared each month - « and be submitted to the 
chairman of each committee prior to its being sent to the council.” A 
full account of the proceedings of the committee was also recorded in 
books which were submitted for the approval of the council, and those 
acts of the committees which were approved by the council were not 
specially recorded in the minutes, but were approved by reference to the 
minutes of the several committees, and could be ascertained only b 
inspection of the minutes of the committee in question. The plain 
applied on ame Haag of the minutes of the proceedings of the Gas 
Rivers ttees. The corporation objected to uce the minute 
books of either committee on the ground that it would be inimical to the 
interests of the citizens, and, as were advised that such inspection 
be claimed of right under the statute which gave a right to 
for a fee the minutes of the council, refused to permit the books to 
be The plaintiffs did not assert in court that they were entitled 
to inspect the minutes of committees generally, but they contended that 
when ne ot ay committee had been approved by the council 
and pee. prea on their minutes, then that they, as > 
were en to inspect the minutes of the committee so approved by the 


Re en es ne Vat ae pemetin of such 
committee the council had sanctioned. For the p ial conned ent 


: 
; 


tended that so as the thought fit to keep their minute 
book in such an wa reference to it gave no information to 
a burgess who had paid to it, such a person ought to have the 


to inspect minutes of the committee which appeared on the 
Be eal peg _ 


Parks Committee 
bandstand at 2 cost of £250. The minute of the council would sppeig 
thus: “*The proceedings of the Parks Committee having been read, it was 


carry | settlement was not made with intent 
o 





ed.’”’ 


Until, therefore, the fem 
out unofficially a burgess wo 
had decided 


resolved that the same be 
was b or the information 
in the as to what steps, if any, the council to take in 
matter. For the corporation counsel disclaimed the aaa o that 
been made to the effect that the council had o the wish of 
burgesses in a contentious spirit. ae | the guidance 
the court as to what was their duty. ey always been willing fo 
the burgessss toinspect the minutes of the committees when, in their 
opinion, there was no objection to their doing so on ogee Sa 
that there were 2s - 8 ee 
t to permit preliminary details to be seen. C) 

asa the difficulty that the document decried in 
Stan Order XI. as an “‘epitome,”’ and which contained a summary 
of the decisions vey Sacer at by the committee, should be treated as 
part of the minutes of council in fature. So long as the co 
was not bound to disclose any mae = — _- 
eee © e committee subm or 
approval to the co > 

Tux Court (Cavz and Lawzanceg, JJ.) on these terms granted a declar- 
ation that the b were entitled to inspect in future the minutes of 
all acts of committees submitted to the council for approval, and whether 
those acts were finally approved or not by the council. The question of 
costs ha been the court made no order thereon.—OCovunszt, 
C. A. Russell, Q.C.; Asquith, Q.C., and Macmorran, Q.C. Soxicrrors, 
Busk & Mellor, for Hinde, Miine,& Bury, Manchester; Sharpe, Parker, 
Pritchards, § Barham, for W. H. Talbot, Clerk to the Corporation. 

[Reported by Exsxixx Rew, Barrister-at-Law.] 


SebEFs 





Bankruptcy Cases. 
Re STEPHENSON, Er porte BROWN v. STEPHENSON. Vaughan 
Williams, J. 30th March. 


Banxruproy—Vciuntaky Serriement—Lire Interzst Dereastzte on 
Banxruproy—Damaces 1x Divorce Svir—Bawxrvurrcy Act, 1883 (46 & 
47 Vicr. c. 52), 8. 47—Maramontat Causes Act, 1857 (20 & 21 Vicr. c. 
85), s. 33. 











was as efé re 01 and 

) py ‘ o D anc - : qi 
fe end £1,500 damages against the 00: The deamagest 

p and £1, e CO- were 

wife an 4,600 damage ngnoet he co-mspondent.. The cemages ves 

and Admiralty Division. Upon the oth oa H B96, the debtor 

executed the settlement in question, the settled funds the damages 


obtained in the divorce suit, and the settlement was approved by the 
. It provided, inter alia, that the 

{eld tothe wie until" dath ‘Gro , then to the husband until 
or Dateuptey, then te Se ae y the trustees, in their dis- 

cretion, to the maintenance of the husband or children. It was admitted 

that the husband was in difficulties at the date of the settlement. The 


tenstes in Sesknaptey now eoaaiaae —_ the_settlement so far as the 
ofts over of tho Spsoene on pcr the 


| application was a on the 
urd that the funds settled never were the property of the debtor. 
recovered in a divorce suit are not the property of the husband, 
but are always paid into court, and dealt with as the court thinks fit. Sea 
the Causes Act, 1857, s. 33; Ex parte Muirhead, Re Muirhead 
(24 W. R. 351, L. R. 2 Oh. D. 22). 
Vavenan Wiis, J., dismissed the application; holding that the 
creditors, and was not the 
8 own : 
vorce go 
direct their settlement in any way it pleased, and they could not be 
at all or disposed of in any way without its approval. A settlement of 
such damages was a very different thing from a settlement made by a man 
of his own free will. It could not be said to be an attempt to defeat 
creditors, for it was in reality an act ofthe court. The motion, therefore, 
must fail.—CounseL, Muir Mackenzie; Leigh Clare. Soxscrrors, Spyer ¢ 
Son; H. Trennam. 
[Reported by P. M. Faancae, Barrister-at-Law. | 








LAW SOCIETIES. 
THE INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
THE VICTORIA PENSION FUND. 
The following further subscriptions had been promised up to April 1 :— 


£24 

Amount of previous list . . . . . « « .1,7698 6 
Hy. Manisty, 1, Howard-st., Strand, W.C. (further subscription) 52 10 0 

J.J. King, Ipswich . > . ‘ ‘ ‘ > ‘ ‘ 1190 

Filliter, Wareham ‘. 4 ‘ - ° > 11¢ 

W. T. Bloxam, 1, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, WO. . . - . 5 59 
‘H. J. Calley,9,AustinFriars,EO0. . . . «© «© «© LIG 
ee a ws ty 0, fee nn 
Faber, Fawcett & Faber, Stockton-on-Tees . . . «. 1010 8 
W. Hg 5 oe ‘ . . + . . = . . . 1 1 ‘ yx 
H, F. N 1, Howard-street, Strand, W.C.. ~~. »« 16 Oe 
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L. Fletcher, 1 Howard-street, Strand, W.O. - 105 0 
Ashurst Morris, Crisp, & Co., 17, Throgmorton-avenue, BO. - 10 0 
R. Dawes (Dawes & Sons), ' me), 9, Angel-court, B.D, . uae - 6 5 
J. W. Budd, 24, Austin Friars ‘ a. ee 
J. 8. Beale, 28, Great George-street, bepreoenptos - 10 0 
C. M. Barker, 15, Bedford-row, W.C. A . - @ 0 
E. R. Cooper, Southwold, Suffolk . j ee | 
Baxter & Co., 12, Victoria-street, Westminster, BW. o es 
Smith, Fawdon, & Low, 12, Bread - -street, — i 2 2 
F. vershed, Burton-on Trent . ° e " 0 10 
B, H. C . Fox, Lutterworth ° ‘ ° 6 20 0 
1 


A. E. Nalder, Shepton Mallet 
C. E. Burkinyoung, 26, Bedford- -row, ‘W.c. 
. P. Becher, 26, Bedford-row, W.0. ° ° 

"J. H.W Harwich 
ibson , Weldon, & Bilbrough, 27, Chancery-lane, Wo. 
. E. Savi 10, Billiter-square, EO. ° 7 
ohn Ashb: dge, 288, Whitechapel-road, E. ° ° 
Vinall, h-street, Lewes ° > ° 
i "10, illiter-equare, E.C. . ° ° 

bin & Greener, 85, Gresham-street, E.C. i 
—_ 26, Lincoln’s-inn- fields, W.C. 

Nelson, 100, Temple Chambers, Tomple-svenns, E.C. 
rquhart Fisher, 19 and 20, Holborn-viaduct, E, 
7 Elliott Snow & CO. J. Fox (for Snow, Snow, & For), 7, Great 
St. Thomas Apostle, E.C, . 
G. D. Stibbard, 21, Leadenhall-street, ‘EC. 
Aifred Turner & Son, 15, Great Alie-street, Whitechapel, E. 
Samuel Chester, 90, Cannon- street, E.C. 
Edward Robinson (Travers-Smith, ‘Braithwaite, ‘& Robinson), 4, : 

Throgmorton-avenue, E.C, oiF 6 


° 
—_ 0 
fer 7) 
— 
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aepres uM 
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Bompas, Bischoff, Coxe, & Oo., 4, Great Winchester-street, E.C. 
Wilson, Bristows, & Carpmael, 1, Copthall- ae E.C, : 
W. J. & BE. H. Tremellen, 38, Chancery- lane, W. 2 " ‘s 
Edward Meade, 17, Laurence Pountney-lane, E.C, ; 

G. M. Davey, Kingston-on-Thamee . - 
Thornton Toog: 8, New Inn, Strand, Ww C. 

A. BR. Prideaux, Goldsmiths’ Hall, EC. . 

T, A. Dyson, Gainsborough ; 

J. N. Mason & Co., 32, Ganshens-cinest, B.C. 

W. Charlton, jun., ’ Blyth, —— 

C, BE. Hawes, 35, Old wots’ Fg ‘ 

J. Hawes, 35, Old Jewry é 

Nicholson & J ones, 39, ia, Shnoaieest, E, C. 


oncocorn koh O or 


— 


— 
So 
eSCoourwWNrH Ow be 


° 26 
John Forster , 20, Threadneedle. -street, EC. 10 
dney Moore, 4, enchurch-avenue, E.C. . 10 1 
W. Spyer, 53, New Broad- -street, E.C. ° ‘ ° musty 


Gard & Pearce, Devonport . . : oo ° ee 

J. Ballard, Bournemouth . : oe eo eee 

N. L. Lawrence, 6, New-square, Ww.0. ° ° ‘ re Cee 

0. T. Nicholls, 1, Lincoln’s-inn-fieldse, W.C. 

W. H. Nicholls, 1, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.C. 

Pickering & Neilson, 4, Stone- buildings, W.C. a 

Marshall & Marehall, 8 and 4, Lincoln’s-inn- -fields, Wo. ; 

Thos. Charles, Throgmorton House, se E “1 

W. Lloyd Fox, Falmouth . ; F ‘ 

F, M. Burton,Gainsborough . . =. =. =. - 

John Bolton, Blackburn . ° ° ° “ ° ° 

E. & B. Haworth, Blackburn z : " 

Golding & Hargrove, 99, Cannon- street, BC. te ee 

E, L. Roweliffe 1, Bedford-row, , . reece. Cape - 

C. & E. Woodroffe, 89, Eastcheap, E.C. : 

&. 8S. & H. Brandon, 15, Essex-street, Strand, Wc. 

Lindsay, Greenfield, & Masons, 6, Old Jewry, EC: 

A. Devenoett, 48, Chancery-lane, Ww, ; 

"9 Shirreff, & Co., Gresham House, E. - 
>. Sentenan, 2 Hull 


. R. B. Gregory, 1, Bedford-row, wo. . 

Harold Brown, 1, Bond-court, Walbrook, E.C. 

T. Vaughan Roberts, 2, St. Mildred’s-court, E.. 

E. C. Haynes, 9, New-equare, Wa . ° ° ‘ 
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THE SELDEN SOCIETY. 


The annual meeting of the Selden Society was held in the Council-room, 
Lincoln’s-inn-hall, on the 23rd ult. Lord Herschell, president of the 

aoaly, had intended to take the chair, but he was prevented from doing 

other duties, and acco ly Lord Davey 

The report etaved that the soolety had continued during the year 
the slow but steady increase in the number of its members w: marked 
the year. The number for 1896 was 256, as com: with 223 
for 1895. These 189 were in the United Kingdom and rest abroad, 
mainly in the United States. Volume X. of their publications, ent- 
ing the issue for 1896, was somewhat — in its later stages, 
ded omg ag It was “Select Cases in Uhancery, Ae 1804-1271" 
edited by Mr. W. Paley Baildon. Volume XI, for 1697, would form a 
second volume of “ Pleas in the Court of Admiralty,” edited, as the 
first volume, by Mr. Reginald G. Marsden. It was through the 
ogi and an rg Segmagens ara was confidently Volume XII., 

1898, would volume on the Courta of by Mr, I, 8, 





Q.C. He con on the comparative strength of ite 

on. This was the year of the society's existence. 
It had, as knew, gone through troubled times, and it 
now ina m more « 


tho aegeel eee Tet ee ee eee 
who had taken in the battle of which had somehow or 
other got into the hands of the wife of the treasurer of Calais, who, he 


The motion was then put to gh ag yee byte eee 

Mr. Justice RomMER proposed, and Mr. Justice STIRLING a 
i alterations in the rules as to the election of 
the President, Vice- t, and members of Council, and this was also 
carried unanimously. 

A vote of thanks was passed to the officers, and 

Sane Se ee a vote of thanks to the chairman, which 


proposed 
as seconded by Mr. ATKINSON (President of the Yorkshire Law Society). 
voi davis ueciieel as matin Gan oubel 





NORFOLK AND NORWICH INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Sn a — 


i 
vive 


of the Incor- 

Law Society, U.K., is 43. The Committee would upon those 
Tipo ane not suembacs of the che Onthity the Seok of teldiant It 
is only combination in this manner that solicitors will be able to 
advance Seton of Oe Cee See oe eee 
for their views. Having regard to announcement in the Queen’s 
Speech that a Bill relating to Land Transfer will be introduced in the 


of as far as possible that particular districts and local societies 

be represented on the Council of the chief society in proportion to 
their importance and activity. This scheme has been before your Oom- 
mi and will shortly be under the consideration of the Council. 
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LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 
QuivquanwiaL Mzetixe. 


of the and General Life 


; 
: 
L 


away for re-assurances with other offices of £235,100, leav- 
premiums on £767,256 6s. 8d. the 
also received £663 18s. 1d. in respect of 
. The total net premium income amounted to 
. being an increase of £13,338 2s, 64. upon that of 1895. 
The claims amounted to £174,554 14s., caused by 104 deaths and one 
matured, as against £177,714 17s. in 1895, caused by 
ordinary policies in force at the 
with bonus additions £10,933,808. 
increased the year by £177,162 2s, 6d., 

81st of December to £3,241,821 13s. 84. 
adoption of the report, remarked upon 
the increase in the society’s business which had taken place, 
observing that the assets had risen from £2,588,000 to £3,242,000. 
The sums assured had risen from £8,159,000 to £10,000,000, and the 
6,024. At the same time there 
amount of the annual business. 


out of the premiums that were 
invest accumulate nearly 


Qn. the motion of the Cuamman, seconded by Mr. Paxninoron, the 
retiring directors and the auditors were re-elected. 

This was agreed to. 

On the motion of the Oxarmmam, seconded by Mr. Pawxrneron, the 
aum of £300 was voted to the auditors for their services. 


Drviston or Prorits. 


to | siderably aboye that price. 


ay ago. At that time, 1892, the number of policies 


Profits had also been 
ved to a considerable extent from the society being able to keep up 
the rate of interest upon investments, the average rate being no less than 
£4 4s. 6d. per cent. during the five years. The investments, principally 
Colonial and Government securities, were valued at the rate at which they 
had stood in the books for a omeng poms. haan Restate 
would take the first item—“‘ and Government securities ; 
£10,000 New Zealand 4 per Cent. Stock.” This stood in the books at 833. 
The present price was very considerably above par. ‘Then take the 
“ British Railway Debentures.’’ There would be found “‘ Great Eastern 
5 per Cent. 121}.” The price was now considerably above that. ‘* London 
and South-Western 3 Cent, Stock 78}.’’ It was considerably above 
Midland 4 per t. stood in the account at 125; it was com- 
But all these securities had been standing 
in the books at these , and the rate of interest. was of course more 
than it. would be if it were brought to the actual value of the Stock 
Becbenga pele. Another satisfactory source of profit had arisen from 
the care with which the ingen nocy light nate of mortality, Gazing 
a very great profit Vv m very rate of mo ty during 
Bo Wctoeest oo that the Board had been able to adopt the 2} per cent. 
interest on the reserves instead of the 3 pepewss. at which the reserves 
were calculated at the last bonus, and yet been enabled to strengthen 
the position of the society and to a larger bonus than the society 
had ever declared before, being at-the rate of 388. per cent. upon the 
amount insured during the five years, and also to give an increased 
dividend to the shareholders. The number of policies existing in 1867 
was only 3,082, and the amount insured stood at £3,911,728. 
The bonuses steadily increased, so that in 1876 the average bonus 
was £84.78. 6d. per £1,000; in 1881 it was £86 7s. 6d. ; in 1887, £90; 
in 1892, £102; and now the society was enabled to declare an average 
bonus of £116 per £1,000. The dividend upon the small amount 
of share capital had steadily increased from 9s. 6d. in 1867 to 11s. in 
1872 12s. in 1876; 13s. in 1881; 13s. 6d. in 1887; 14s. in 1892, and now 
the Board proposed to make it 14s. 6d. So that notwithstanding the 
ening of the reserves by valuing at 2 per cent. instead of 3 per 
cent., and that they wére giving this very large to the policy holders, 
they were still enabled to give an increased di to the shareholders. 
Upon the older policies theamount insured had been doubled by the bonuses. 
society was doing a considerable amount of annuity business, which 
was found to be table. Under the powers of an Act of Parliament 
obtained by the society a few years ago, they now did a considerable 
more or less w human life, but not 
exactly life policies. t'with such matters as the forfeiture of life 
interest in consequence of not resi at a particular mansion, or not 
bearing name and arms, and also cases which there might be a failure 
of issue. All these matters were more or less connected with life, and the 
business added material iy to the premium income, and was very profit- 
able. He could not sit down without expressing the sense he and all the 
directors had of the great rendered by Mr. Colquhoun during the 
ten years. Toes very great extent tho very satisfactory ¢ set 
orth in the report, were due to Mr. ee 8 exertions, whilst the 
greatest assistance was rendered by the i 
Mr. Pexxinaron seconded the motion, which was carried nem. con. 
Mr. Raw.z moved a vote of thanks to the Chairman and directors. 
Mr. Batpwin Sarru seconded the motion, and it was agreed to. 
Lord Davey moved a vote of thanks to Mr. Colquhoun and the other 
members of the staff. 
Mr. Francis seconded the motion, which was carried with acclamation. 
The = and Manaczsr briefly responded, and the proceedings then 


UNITED LAW SOCIETY. 
Monday, 29th March. Mr. C. W. Williams in the chair. Mr. W. F. 


the present system do not justify their existence.” Mr. J. R. Yates 
opposed ; and Messrs. C. Kains-Jackson, A, H. Richardson, C. Herbert 
Smith, N. Tebbutt, and A. M. Begg also took part in the debate. After s 
reply from Mr. Symonds, the usual voting took place, with the result 
that the motion was carried by one vote, 








ao a house, have the Sanitary Arrangements thoroughly 
T and Reported Upon by an Expert from Mesers. Carter 
Victoria-street, Westminster. Fee 





(Established 2} years.)—{Anvz.] 


a debate on the motion “That the Volunteer Forces on 
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LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETIES. 


Law Srupznts’ Dewatinc Socrery.— March 30.— Chairman: Mr. 
Augustus Anderson.—The subject for debate was ‘* That.the — 
in this country wields an influence greater than is “6 
J. D. A. Johnson opened in the affirmative. Mr. Arnold Jolly pA a 
the negative. The ae members also spoke: Messrs, Foden Pattin- 
son, Archibald Hair, Arthur E. Clarke, P. B. eS Sees 
Hamilton Fox, Haseldine Jones, Alfred Dods, E. 8. W. Isaac, Walter 
Barrett, E. A. Alexander, R. C. Atkinson. The motion hy’ lost by four 
votes. The subject for debate at tho next meeting of the society on 
Tuesday, the 6th of April, is “‘That the case of Hawke v. Dunn was 
wrongly decided.’’ 








LEGAL NEWS. 
APPOINTMENT. 


Mr. Atexanver P. Ropyx, solicitor, of 70a, Aldermanb 


ury, E.C., has 
been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Rodyk was admitted in 
April, 1884. 





CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
Disso.vrions. 
Frepertox Hatnes and .Atrrep Hares, solicitors eo Ny Alfred, 
Haines), 1, Great James-street, Bedford-row, London. 
STEPHEN BaBIncTon Bartow end Henry Perrciva. "Stans JAMES, 
solicitors (Barlow & James), Ingram House, 165, Fenchurch-street, 
London. March 25. (Gazette, March 30. 


INFORMATION WANTED. 

Any person having the custody, or any knowledge, of a Will. made by 
Charles James Allport, late cf 12, Selineeticommmens, W.C., dated sub- 
sequently to 30th Agu, 1895, ae requested to communicate at once with 
Mesers. Radford & 40, Chancery-lane, W.C. 





GENERAL. 


A farewell dinner was given on the 27th ult. atthe Oafé Royal, by 
members of the Divorce Oourt bar to Mr. Bayford, Q.C., on his retire— 


ment from practice. Mr. Inderwick, Q.C., » presided, “and those 
present were his honour Judge Willis, Q.C., Mr. Rider , Mr. A. 
W. a Beckett, Mr. we Deane, Q.C., Mr. Registrar , Mr. 
Registrar Hannen, Mr . Registrar Musgrave, and many members of the 


Bar. 
The benchers of the Inner Temple, says the Zimes, have hit 
happy notion for keeping alive the memory of the Diamond Jubilee 
and at the same time paying a graceful compliment to the Houses of 


Parliament through. their r e Speakers. It that beth the 
Lord Chancellor and Mr. G - ~~ of the Inner Temple, so that, 
in commissioning the Hon. John Collier to paint their to adorn 


the Middle Temple Hall, the benchers ‘are 
tions of the place. 


In the House of Commons, on the 26th ult., Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett 
asked the First Lord of the Treasury whether, as a memorial of her 
Majesty’s great Jubilee, the Government would appoint a Commission to 
undertake the codification and simplification of the laws of 


‘strictly to the tradi- 


Mr. en replied ot be —_ afraid he could not See this 
enormous ertaking shou started at { was an 
ideal which many law reformers had ind endeavoured vo promot for genera 


tions past, but he could not himself 
ae In 


undertake to goon re bad 


be prepared to do that. 
The following are the arrangements made by the judges (Justices Wilis 
and Kennedy) r holding the ensuing Spring Atsines on the Northern 


Circuit. tT! commissions will be opened at Manchester on Monday, 

—_ 12, at Liverpool on Tuesday, April 20, at Manchester on Monday, 
il 26, and at a gad on Thursday, May 6. The first days 
be A pril 13, 21, 27, and May 7, and the court will sit on those 

ll o'clock. The trial of causes will commence at 

on Thursday, April 15, at Li on Friday, April 23,:at Manchester 

on Thursday, April 29, and ai mya on Monday, May 10, at the 

sitting of the court unless otherwise 


& 


,, In the House of Commons, on the 29th ult., Mr. Lambert asked the | 


Attorney-General whether he was aware that considerable dissatisfaction 
existed with regard to the proposed new County Court ral requing 


deposit for travelling expenses from 
more than twenty miles from the court ; and “whether the 


tule might be ding further consideration. 
Gencral replied thet the rae of the rule had been 

the month of May in order that the county court judges 
together to consider the objections which padre oye ot 
however, to add that the rule was passed to restrict 

summoning defendants to courts at a great. 


he 


of the full-bottomed wigs and scarlet.robes daily. -be somewhat 
of an infliction. It is a fortunate for the ane not 
often called upon in latter times to the ‘House of Losds.’’ 








COURT PAPERS. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 











advertisement, p- 

T. Blancs a Sateen, oo ton (Bee 
Property, wi with Reversion. eis. Cc. 
Corsellis, Esq., each of London. dheetinnaat, tls eed p. 3.) 


RESULT OF SALE. 
Sate or Revaasions..axp Lare Pouicres. 


The foll H..E. Fostex & Caayrie.v’s fort- 
nightly Bai atthe Mar, eames ae 


Railway Stocks .. bes pred oak gash a 


LIFE INTEREST in g4cOperannum wwe 
POLICIES OF ASSURANCE : " 


; -- - one - toe oe ” 


For £2,600; life 49 eat ede leek. elle - ag eee ” 
For saan, life 49 ove eee ose ove ose ooo one ” 
at £1.00); ie 62 we ove ove asp -_ ose oe ” 


e sedeeatd 8 


Limited) ten ET EH Deben- 
snd 0 Share £1 each fully-paid po ” 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gasetie.—Faipay, March 26. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 

Liurrsp om Onanonnr. 


Bayaor axp Norra Wates 
up, 





A correspondent-of the Timenqmrites: **he lot of her Majesty's judges | 
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FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
Baewers’ axp Distriiers’ Cienxs’ AxssuitY Fuxp Farenpiy Socrery, 32, Beverley rd, 


10 
Inparexpaxr Arouto Friexpiy Socrety, Ingham’s Hotel, Chorlton st, Manchester. 


Chie Regitrar of Friendly vrogisery of several hs ooo epettom TY 26 the Friendiy 
a 4 


coe ya ag —— Societies, on 
ground, in each case, that the et ny = hehe yoy March 2 
London Gazette. anaes ao 30. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 


Luoorep m Cuancery. 
| que Proprietary Co, Liurrzp—Creditors are required, on or before May 7, to 
ameo and widremes, and the particulare.of their debts and claims, to ames 
Anthony Parker, 1, Metal Exchange bldgs. Sutton & Co, 3 and 4, Gt Winchester st, 


Orricz, gn Tp ey on or before May 10, to send 
tr naines and ddrcme, and the particulars of their debts and claims, to Francis 
William 58, Coleman st : 
Mores Issurne Syxpicarz, ee for winding up, presented March 25, directed 
to be heard on April 7 Morten & Co, 99, Newgate st, solors for Peta Notice of 
Soesing must seach the later than 6 o’clock on the afternoon of 
Morcusox Girt Gotp Merve Co, ge Foy tt ae on or before May 1, 
their names and addresses, and the their debts or claims, to 
11, Queen Victoria st oe “Co, St Michael’s Rectory, 


Say roan SHauileter 
Parnces (Biacxroo. 
names and 


Linrran~ Creditors are requested, on or before May 5, to send 

their dresses, an tho postioulans of t their debts or claims, to Thomas 

Quezwstaxp Natioxat Bayx, Lumrep—Petn for winding up, presented March 29, 

directed to be heard on Wednesday, April7 Murray & Co, in 'Birehin lane, solors for 

ope ee must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in 
Wicks’ Parerts comes, Luoarep (ix Votunrary ene - mene 

on or before — , their names and the sastioaan 

of or claims, Owen Wyatt Williams, ss anal 56, x Lh Soames 


& Co, £6, Lincotn’s inn fields. eolore t> Liquidator 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Dax or Cram. 
London Gasette.—Faipay, March 19. 
Mansnary i. h Shields, Durham, Licensed Victualler April 15 Robertson & 
me ae , Durham Moore ‘ damavene Gusth thi ields 
Parker, a mente ‘gdns, Richmond, Surrey April 2i Howell v Popkin, Kekewich, 
ee Sutton io) Hackney April 21 Howell v Popkin, Kekewich, J 
London Gazette.—Tuzspay, March 23. 
W: Glenden: \ 26 J E , K ich, J 
dom, i ee April ones v Evans, Kekewich, 





UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gaszette.—Faipay, March 19. 
Atronp, Roszst, St George’s rd, Southwark ' April 30 Langhams, Blackfriars rd 
Anusrzona, Exizasetu, Kirkby Stephen, Westmorland April 15 Watson & Chorley, 
sna: a Groncr, Old Kent rd, Provision Dealer April 15 Lockyer & Co, New 


Arxms, Wri114m, Ringwood, Hants, Miller April6 Luff, Wimborne Minster 

Barmy, Mrs Saran, Plas-Tan-y-Bwich, Merioneth April 17 Newton & Co, Great 
Brapuz, Taomas, Maidstone, Beer Retailer April 21 Brennan & Brennan, Maidstone 
Beppozs, Awna Fraxces Entity, Clevedon, Somerset April 30 Hodgkinson, Newark on 


Booxer, Jonx Kay, Southampton May1 Rogers & Co, Cannon st 
me ExizabetTs, Newport Pagnell, Bucks April 20 Wratisiaw & Thompson, 


Butcock, ; Sas Rimington, York, Farmer April 29 Procter & Baldwin, Burnley 
Cave, Francis, Moseley, Worcester April 12 Westwood, Birmingham 

Cuapwick, Exizapetra, Oldham March 31 Taylor, Oldham 

Cover, Epwarp, Aston Manor, Warwick, Chain Manufacturer April26 James & Bar- 


Gmente Janz, York April3 Rogers & Hudson, Richmond, York 

Comper, Evizasetu, Sydenham April 15 Cole & Higson, Lombard ct 

Cook, Joux, Wolverhampton April17 Thorne & Co, Wolverhampton 

Cov.es, Epwarp, Lambeth, Engineer April 28 May Parkes, Chancery In 

Cuppon, James, Stone bldgs, Lincoln’sinn May 8 Fooks & Co, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
Durr, Samvet Hueu, Plymouth April 24 Bond & Co, Plymouth 

Eueetoy, Exizasetn Extex, Banwell, Somerset April17 Chapman & Co, Henrietta st, 


ae aseesze, Exeter Mayi Roberts & Andrew, Exeter 

Fentoyx, Apetarps Lwoy, Clifton, Bristol April 24 Meade &Co, Bristol 

Frain, Ronert Ventas, Finchley May 1 Dale, Stone bldgs, Lincoln’s inn 

Fraser, AtexanpeR, Chelsea April15 Cole & Higson, Lombard court 

Garpyesr, Cuan.es, Swindon April1é Withy, New Swindon 

Govu.per, Hersert, Sheffield April 30 Vickers & Co, Sheffield 

Govu.per, James, Sheffield, Builder April 30 Vickers & Co, Sheffield 

Gray, Witu1am Witu1ams, Brighton April 21 Satchell & Chapple, Queen st 

Raspes, im Maky Janez, Newcastle upon Tyne April 30 Dees & Thompson, New- 


Haxgre.t, ‘awatia, Hastings April 22 Morgan, Hastings 

Hiscock, Joaxya Evznton, Southampton April 24 Hickman & Son, Southampton 
Hovis, Maraaret, Accrington, Confectioner April24 Hall & Co, Accrington 

Iuirr, Evcenz Srzruex Barrno.tomew, Holloway April 26 Denton & Co, Gray’s inn sq 
Jonson, Jane, Newburn, Northumbrid April 19 Hoyle & Co, Newcastle upon Tyne 
Kavanacn, Azruus Mauer, Hounslow May1 Rogers & Co, Cannon st 

Kay, Joun, Marland, nr Rochdale April2 Banks & Maddock, Heywood 

Lovett, Joun James, Leicester May7 Burgess & Dexter, Leicester 

Menpet, Samu. Taror, Croydon April 24 Stoneham & Sons, Fenchurch st 
Morraam, Wii11am, Manchesté? March 31 A & @ W Fox, Manchester 

Mowre.t, Many Axy, Ipswich, Suffolk April 20 Bantoft, Ipswich 

Portes, Mary Any, Rugby, Warwick April 20 Wratislaw & Thompson, Rugby 
Bawem, Ny eee Petersfield, Hants April 20 Davidson & Morriss, Queen 


Res, Benjamins, Tredegar, Mon Aprill Shepard, Tredegar 
Ricumonp, Caanizes Henny, Balham April 22 Finch & Turner, Cannon st 
Ripigy, Gzoras, Newcastle upon Tyne April 30 Dees & Thompson, Newcastle upon 


Rosinsow, James, Mile End April 19 Ince & Co, Fenchurch st 

Gavan, J Azgrnur W11114m, Frensham, nr Farnham, Surrey April2i Torr & Co, Abing- 

Surru, Many, Old Swan, Lancaster April20 Banks & Co, Liverpool 

Sarre, Hexsert Faepezic Atwyxe, West Hampstead April 36 McKenna & Co, 

Swaim, Tuomas, Gt Grimsby April1é Grange & Wintringham, Gt Grimsby 

Tay.or, Exiza, Deptford April17 Plunkett & Leader, St Paul’s churchyard 

Wanegema, Faeperice Wittam, Liverpool, Milk Dealer April 20 Banks & Co, 
iv 

Warp, Evizasern, Leeds Aprilié Atkinson & Ward, Bradford 

Wuetiens, Wii11am, Sunderland May1 Douglas, Alnwick 

Wurtz, Jauzs, Gt Grimsby May1 Haddelsey, Gt Grimsby 





Wuirs, James, Wigan Aprilis Wright & Appleton, Wigan 








BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazetie.— Fuipay, March 26. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
com Penliee Yorks, Auctioneer Brad- 
fond, "Bet Match 30° Ord Maree 
Brown Fasonnr, ‘Lincoln, Labourer Lincoln Pet March 


Sumer 2 Jouy, Boole, nr Chester, Nursery Gardener 
Pet March 23 Ord March 23 
Ord March 22 Somaent Pet, March 9 


Henry, Kingston et Hull, ae Kingston 


upon Hull Pet March 23 
Conga, Base, Oxford, Delldor Oufond Moet March 6 
March 23 


Comogyen, Zuons Birmingham, Baker Birmingham 
Cuan — Ord Mar De Hairdresser “i 

Shae "Ont Maria 50" 
Cressy, Jony | =y ys 8 Commercial Traveller 


a 


March 24 
Custis, ancae nea, ‘Det Kent, Glass 
JS Feb 25 Ord March 20 


Sisteme, Guelar Buaéitens 


eg my Relea 


BL, ay , Yorks 22 

ms _ Dewsbury Pet March 

Gmuuart, Goro, son Tuomas o Mam i, Remy, Oe. 
March 130k March 2 


Gouwtuorrs, Gzorcr THOMAS, nr Bewdley, Worcester, 

Haulier Kidderminster Hod or tens Ord March 22 

Hopmay, Saves Groraz, See Blacksmith Shef- 
field Pet March 23 Ord March 23 

rece angor ‘Pet March 23 Ord March 33 des 

Insrrson, Henny Harpaxer, and Joun Frepezice Wu- 
Liam Isprrson, Yeadon, York, Cloth Manufacturers 
Leeds Pet March22 Ord March 22 

Jounson, Jonny, North Shields, 
Pet March 10 Ord March 23 

Jouxsoyx, Tuomas WILLIAM, South Shields, Plumber New- 

x e gt 7 March e. Ord March 22 

wowLuay, Anruur Harvey. tabridge, 

Tailor “High Court Pet March arch 22 Grd March 33 

Massorr, Sa musi - lity righton 


Matrox, Jou, Hi ord, Berks Newbury Pet March 

Percevat, a Sprencen oe Decent, St James’s st High 
Court Pet Feb 20 Ord March 24 

Piumprox, fous Wriu1am Epwarp, Toiriano avenue, 
Camden rd, Musical Director High Court 


Pet March 
P -- OF Fas Eastch High Court Pet 
ORTER, Henry Paanes, 
March 6 Ord March 24 = 


Raspes, Wi1am, Ashford, Kent, o- Maker Canter- 
Pet March 24 Ord March 2 
Semel, bey hy Ciut, ‘steward Birming- 
SHavt, ee. os, Hythe, Kent, on Canterbury Pet 
8 *% Curdworth Warwicks Birmingham 
HEPPARD, SAMUEL, 
Pet March 22 : 


8: — fi ~ —y 44 Bef Bolton, Joiner 
TMPBON, ext Epwasrp, ulton, nr 
Bolton Pet March 24 Ord March 








Pet 24 March 24 
Waicut, Wiiu14n, and Troomas Hucues Ciarxe, pace 
Leicesters, Boot Manufacturers Leicester Pet 


20 Ord March 20 
Youne, Joszpn, Great Grimsby Great Grimsby Pet 
March 22 Ord March 22 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
Beare, Wii114m, Hounslow, Builder age 3 atil Of 
Rec, 95, chmbrs, Temple avn‘ 
Boran, Fuso, Hadfield, Derby, ¢ Grocer April 2 
B ome D. ee = Glam, Coal Merchant 
AVID, y 
maori 7 at 1 Of en Gone Queen st, Cardiff 
Busca, Ropzar, ord, Suffolk, Saddler April 23 


at 11 
eas April 7 at 12 Off Rec, 35, 
April 7 at 


11-30 “Om Hens ft Newborough st, Sear boroueh 
Cow Ley, RGE, ‘orcester, B 
oe Off Ree, 45, Mas. 'Contaheann st, 


Cox, Tuomas, and Farpericx Atyaep Youneman 
“ee Stockbrokers April 2 at 12.30 


utcher 
Wor- 


Ont Hen Balls- 


ve bskrapiey Nag Gan April 2 at 12 


SME Bit rene Ap Oo 





Part 


which 
provis 
of £4 
liabilit 
of abc 

I 


EXE! 








s inn 


tta st, 


New- 


inn sq 
ne 


Queen 


& Co, 


North- 
l Pet 
onfec- 


eather 


Pet 


| Of 
.pril 2 


pril 23 
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LAW LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY | 


INSTITOUTSD 1828. 





OFFICE:—-187, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C. 





Assets on the 3lst December, 1896 oe oe ee oe oe . £4,855,501 
Income for the year 1896 ve es i oe oe a v 462 ,752 
Amount paid in Claims to 3lst December, 1896 ee ee oe + 18,412,630 





Participating Policies hereafter effected share in 90 per cent. of the total 
surplus instead of in 80 per cent. only as has hitherto been the case. 





The most important point for consideration in the selection of a Life Office is the security 
which it offers, and the position of the Society in this respect is almost unique. After making 
provision for the distribution of profits as at the 3lst December, 1894, there was practically a sum 
of £4,859,718 (including the Guarantee Fund of £1,000,000) available to meet the estimated 
liabilities under Assurance and Annuity contracts amounting to £3,859,718, which is at the rate 
of about £126 in hand for every £100 of estimated liability. 


In addition to this, as still further security, there is the liability of the Proprietors to the. extent 
of £900,000. 





EXEMPTION FROM PAYMENT OF PREMIUMS DURING INCAPACITY ARISING 
FROM ACCIDENT OR BODILY OR MENTAL DISORDER. 


In order to meet the requirements of professional men and others whose incomes depend upon their 
ability to pursue their occupations, the Society has introduced a Scheme of Assurance carrying 
the above privilege in addition to those incorporated in the Society’s ordinary Policy Form. The 
theme has recently been extended up to age 65 to Whole-Life Policies at uniform premiums. 


For New Prospectus and any further information apply to the Manager, Law Life Assurance 
Society, 187, Fleet-street, London, E.C. 
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April 6 at | Gurrrrrns, Davin Rots Rotheshams, Grocer Sheffield Pet | Szrox, Anpnew Ramsay Wiaor, South Kensington High High | 

ey Wituas Hevey, Ketterind, Goer, ol a a ‘Ord’ Mash March % ei oun ot, Pet March 10 Ord March 25 neti 
Googe, Jone Wa mer ig Builder April 2 at 12 Gussapee. a8 e Huouas, Rock, mr Deir Oa Maker High Court wy Regent’ PR se ; 


“Sneed wi, my Ora April 3 atil Off 

Core Hes a Enfela High ee a 8 at 12 
avenue 

Hanus, Ha | ey 2 at 


, Wit 
Off Rec, 74, eae 
Hixps, pa a we ao 
, Jounsox, Bradford, 8! Manufacturer 


lew rd, 
aren, Dauwat, ond Anruce Jause Semmes, Kiddermins- 
i Ceaiehelen. Aaeete April 6 at 11 Off Rec, 31, 
J aad Oantif Groceri April’6 at 11.30 Off 
ONES, AMES,’ 
, Queen st, Cardiff 
Kirxsy, Bicuagp Bareetr Apaus Kingston u open a, 
April 2 at 11.30 Om Ree, Trinity House 


Kyowtmax, Antoun Harvey, Knightsbridge, Tailor 
April 2 at 2.80 Bankruptcy Carey 
Laws fuk e. anrhns Aberdare, Tailor April 2 at 2 
at, Merth ‘tye 


yr 
pe ee 
— enor“ April 6ati1l Off Rec 
ra Joux, t Shoe Manufacturer April 6 


11 County Court buildings, Sheep st, North- 
Porrss, Davip Atzxanpen, Poultry, Clerk April 2 at 11 


bidgs, spew ¢ st 
Buopzs, James, Bootle, Lancs April 5 at 3 Off Rec, 29, 
Queen st, Cardiff 
, Ropert a Stafford, Baker April 13 
one Wright Westhead, St Martin’s place, 


Sampson, Wiit11am Louis, ani E:tex Sampson, Plymouth, 
Coal Merchants April2at1i 10, Athenzeum terrace, 


Bartz, Sarcearr. a Side, Manchester, Grocer’s 
April 2 at 3 "Sa Hoo. Brees st, Man- 


Sxe.ssy, Jonx, Walthamstow, Bootmaker April 5 at 2.30 


Bankraptey bldgs, Carey st 
SyNEiina, ARLES ArTuuR, Oxted, Be any Butcher 
April ' 5at 12.30 24, Railway Bri 


— Hewyry, Bram By ory Tuite Car i April 3 

Sutton, N. Saree See ew Bolingbroke, Lines, Innkeeper 
April 8ati2 Of nee, 48, High st, ‘Boston’ 

z Joun, Wednesfield, Staifs April 5 at 11 Off 


‘Tuossisy, Joux James, Dunston, ur P. , Staffs, 
Aaa 18 56 11 Wright & Westhead, St 


‘ous, sen, and Jonuw Usxperwoop, jun, 
Joiners April 2at 3 Off Rec, 8, Albert 


rd, 
Vicary, Wiii1ax mag + me Builder April 5 at 12 
Watmesiey, Atraep, b, Wolverhampton, Grocer April 5 at 
W. ge April 2 at Ce be 
'ALSH, at 12 , 
7 ua, Maar, Newport, Moa Newport, Mon 
Wanen Wan Wruasax Joux, ee, Renae , Bolicitor seal 5 
at 16 Off Rec, St Peter’ 
Waient, Wixtian, and Totes Ties Hucuses Spee i 
ey April 2 at 12.30 Off Rec, 
1, Berridge st, Leicester 
Amended notice substituted for that ettaes in the 
London Gazette of March 1: 
Taytzr, Suron Waren, Penton ted Andover, 
Warmer March 26at 3.45 Star Hotel, ‘And over 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
ames, Barnoldswick, a Auctioneer Brad- 
B 3 tat Pet Ms Ra ~ _ poi 
m8. NDALL caaeineene 
ee ees High Court ” Pet Jan 26 Ord 
Brownz, Frepericx, Lincoln, Labourer Lincoln Pet 
March Ord 24 


Cox, Feeperrox ALrrep Younemay, Bourne- 
imouth, St brokers Poole Pet March1 Ord March 


. Jomx Huray, Cheshire, Commercial 
hn ol, Ha — iy i, 
y Dealer 
Bonet March 33 Oecd Meeak 2 
ears Thoskbenre, Devon, Farmer Exeter Pet 
22 Ord March 22 
Hentewibeed, | Farmer Car- 


a oe Millhand Dewsbury Pet 

aunt get Maren Old Jewry High Court Pet 
os dope, Lines, Men's Ouiiitters Great Grimsby Pet 

OWalthannstow, Builder High Court Pet 
March 22 


pet 


yh 


ter, 
March 22 

Hoswan, Francis Grora . Blacksmith Shef- 
field Pet March 23 March 23 

Hvcues, Wit11am, Llanwnda, Carnarvon, Farmer Bangor 
Pet March 8 Ord March 23 


Isnitsox, Hexay Harpaxer, and. Joun Frepeaick Wi- 
uiamM Iseresox, Yeadon, Y: —— Manufacturers 
Pet March 


Leeds 22 Ord 
Jacxsoy, Henny, Walsall Wood, Stalls, Chairmaker Wal- 
sall Pet March5 Ord March 20 
Kirxsy, Ronan. B BA 
KyowLe po Harvey. ae Tailor 
OWLMAN, 3 
M 8 Pate belgtton Brighton Pet March 
aspoTt, SaMoEL Hewry, 
24 Ord March 
‘Marton, Joux, ‘ord, Berks Newbury Pet March 
23 
Moors, Cuar.es E, Gerrard’s Cross, Bucks Windsor Pet 
Aug 27 Ord March 19 
RanpAL.t, Loon Ashf Kent, Cycle Maker Canter- 
8 = Hyth Kent ja Canterbury Pet 
HAUL, Bens amin, e, Ken 
8 ‘ in a k ry ‘icine 
mpsow, ALBERT Epwarp, Over nr Bolton, Lancs, 
caer Seeen dete tied, Wee atid 
ixcLam, THomas Btyrue, 
Liverpool Pet March 2 One thecch 94 
Sxetsey, Joux, Walthamstow, Essex, Bootmaker High 
Court Pet Marsh 3 Ord March 22 
Srimx, Tuomas, Bih@ley, Yorks, ‘Joiner Btddford Pet’) 
March 22 Ord March 22 
Srreert, Secnen, Wilton, Wilts, Baker Salisbury Pet 
T Te Hy a Butch Tredegar Pet 
HOMAS, — Co ‘on, Butcher 
Tc — » a. Rushde Northamptons, Draper 
JSTING, ON, en, 
Northampton Pet March 23 Ord March 23 
bmn yh Fosettare Denier Walsall Pet 
Ving, Wiiuam, Wi uth, Builder Dorchester Pet 
Feb 23 Ord 22 
Watsurtorx, Wratey iuee Eaton, Glos, Accountant 
Bristol Pet March 9 Ord March 22 
Watt, Samvuert, Little Bloxwich, Staffs, Boat Steerer 
Walsall Pet March March 


17 Ord 
Warxinson, Axnr, 
Feb 27 


Vincent, Josern, 
March 1 


20 
Plumber Liverpool Pet 
Ord March 24 


Warxiyson, James Frepericx, Southport, Decorator's 
li Pet Feb 27 Ord March 24 
Weis, Samus: James, Lichfield,Grocer Walsall Pet 
March 22 Ord March 22 


WItx1ns, ¥e bsg pean, Builder Bristol Pet 
March Ord Mi 


Wasa, ~~ Wie * Bradford, Wholesale Confec- 
tioner Bradford Pet h 24 ‘Ord March 24 

Woop, Cares, —, Dealer Teed Pet 
March 24 Ord March 


Weaicent, Witi1ay, and Betas Hucurs Cranks, Anstey, 
Leies, Shoe Manufacturers Leicester Pet March 20 
Ord March 20 

Youre, Joszen, Gt Grimsby Gt Grimsby Pet March 22 
Ord March 22 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 
Aurrep, Kambella rd, Battersea, General Iron- 
YY Wandsworth Adjud July 3, 1893 Ananl 
March 22, 1897 
London Gasette.—Turspay, March 30. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Arxins, Svonsy Faspszeice, York st, Westminster, Fine 
Dealer High Court 


LAWRENCE, 


Art Pet March 25 Ord March 25 
Baznert, H F, Ramsgate, Solicitor Canterbury Pet Feb 3 
Ord March 20 


Cranks, Faxpericxe Wit1iam, Brixton High Court Pet 
March 5 Ord h 26 


Marc! 

Cranks, Wr, am Builder — Pet 
March 27 Ord age! 

Coopsr, Lam ag 

p a Pa Mach ” “Ord Mare dy 2 

vson, GapRizL, jun., Colne, um! jurnley 

Pet Macks?” Ded March 7 

Emanvet, Emanvet, Maida Hill High Court Pet Dec 17 
Ord March 

Fuspere, Isaac, Kilburn, Tailor High Court Pet Feb 18 
Ord March 26 


Gasenwoop, Frayx Cuyurrs, Eovbisle, Boot Dealer 
vitae Ras 18 Rashe” Nery Pe 

RTIN NK. 

Ma 

How, Wiedaes, , Wood Dealer Rochester Pet 

Beene, Ord 26 aa - 

vuGHESs, EpwARD, , Innkeeper Aberystwi 
Pet March 25 Oud arch 25 


Houcuss, James, ahaenaien Provision Dealer Worcester 
Pet March 2 ‘Ord March 25 
comme ae Merchant Greenwich 
oe Pet March 3 Ord March 26 
NGBOTTO! jOHN — 3 Tellier, Worsted Spinner 
a, Hallas, Pot Devarbritee, yraihnee Stourbridg 
REDITH, THOMAS, 2 
Pet March 23 Ord March 23 


Monrzts, wre Ty Corn Merchant Boston Pet 
March 25 Ord 25 
Morzis, Gzoncs Hunay, and Besrezam Morais, Whyte- 
1 Surrey, Proprietors Croydon Pet March 
25 Ord March 256 
Morriock, Ernest, Putney Wandsworth Pet March 2 
March 25 


Notas ‘Pet March $5. 0 

















eridae erie s Carter Blackburn 
Pentypaaa Pet Macch 35 Ord seemed A 


Sranpgx, Harry Henagy, Retford, Tobacconist Linoalg 
T = J + 8t John’s Wood, Florist High q 

ON PONSFORD. 8 9 
““Gourt’ Pet Feb 25. Ord March 


TeaspaLe, Taomas, Middlesborough, Cart Builder Stock. 
ton on Tees Pet March 24 Lag? ag 


Toms, Toomas Cuaruss, its, Painter Ban- 
gor PetMarch25 Ord March 25 
Wane, Gzoncz, Oberstein rd, “ John’s Hill, Contractor 
h Court Pet March10 Ord March 25° 


Warne, Anraur Faepenick, Redland, Bristol, Wine Mer. 
chant Bristol Pet March 27 Ord March 27 

Weicuett, Joux, Upton Warren, Worcs, Farmer 
Worcester Pet March 26 


Wexvox, Jouw Wituiam, Wisbech St Mary, 
Wheelwright King’s Lynn Pet March 27 


March 27 
Wutrooms, rx: and Berrsronv Waits Wa 
Burleigh ‘st, Btrand High Court Pet Feb 27 Onl 


March 25 
Warre, Cuarves, , Cornwall, Builder Plymouth 
Pet March 27 om ge . 
Witu1ams, Joux, Portmadoc, Butcher Portmadec Pej 
at UE, ! Derby, ton Stockport 
‘oop, EzexI&L, Y emason 
Pet March 36, Ord March 26° 


Wria Prasx Anruoue, Croydon, Boot Dealer Croydon 
Pet March 27 Ord March 27 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
Anprews, Epowin CHARies, Sete, See April 8 a 
11.30 24, Railway approach, 
Arnis Sypwey Faavenice, Yo York st, Lenton Beage” = 
Brooxzs, ——— West ye wy he ome Dealer Apa 


9at 2. County Court, W: 
Castie, 7 Oxford, Builder A ‘April 6 6 bse 12 Bankruptcy 
Office, 1, St Aldate’s, ‘ord 
Davsws.t. Josgru, jun, Maidstone, Grocer April 14 at 
1l Off Rec, 9, st, Maidstone 
Dover, Jonn Gsonror, Fitter April 14 at 8 
Off Rec, 8, Albert nd, Mid Bay Dealer 
Eckersiey, James, Ha: April 14 at 12. 
Off Rec, Gloucester chm Mon : 
Evans, Tuomas, Liandewibrefi, Satigees 
7at 2.30 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 
Glam, Boot Dealer 


Exton, Ricuarp Tuomas, ’ 
April 9 at 11 Off Rec, 29, Queen st, Cardiff 
Finpere, Isaac, a, Tailor — 6 at 2.30 Banke 
ruj 
Figtu, Josern, , York, Millhand Apriléat3 Of 
Gostixe, Wrii14m, Kingston on Thames, a wy | Decorator 
April 6 6at 11.30 24, Railway app, 4 
Gray, Ropgrsr Taomas, Southsea, Hants sot Ofte Clerk 
April 6 at 3.30 go oy ay hed, High #, 


Doncaster, Blacksmith April 
lane, Sheffield 
, Proyision Dealer alee Anais 


oe oa Cope Weed, Beate Chin China Maker 


JACKSON, ‘eee 
Off Rec, Walsall 

Z — noua, er Glam, Carpenter April 6 at 2 
Jasin os. core, Oe: Oldham, epg a April 6 at 
Keepanty Wa —- ees bem April 7 at 11.9 
a x Spcase, BN Wire Worker April7 atl 
Lavon, Greer, Ui ot eke April 18 at 8 
Luoyp, py = Manufacturer 


ednesbury 

at 10.30 Of Bac, W 

Lioyp, Wan Aberavon, } nanny April 7 ati2 Of 
Rec, 31, Alexandra row, coy, Donnan 

Lucas, ALFRED ‘Tailor Aprilé at 8 
Off Rec, St Peter's church walk, N 

Marriayp, C and Wim Grosses 

i ‘upon Theses, April 6at 11 

Ree, Cclnere cow, Binminghain 


Meacock BRICK, Devizes, Butcher April 7 ot 1 
Reo, Bank chmbrs, Corn 
Moonen ihe 
12.30 Off 








Hopmay, Francis Grore: 
6at 2.30 
Huougs, wi 5 














Rowsorrou, Fraxcis, Cheshire, Cotton Waste 
I? at il. On na bom dai 


8 Gro Cluny, HD Carter April Sati 
Oat Heo, La, St Eaal's of, Bedford 


Ratrs Baown, ‘Migham Berar, ro 
A April 8 at 3.15 Bankruptcy 
Butcher April 6 at 12.30 ‘Of Res, Balisbury 
Smethwick, Staffs, Butcher Apel 9 
ae wich 
Surpson, Over Hulton, near Baton 


Joiner April 7 at 11 1 i8, Wood st, Bolton 
Sowpey, bai Gazorcez, and Asset Sowpex, 


— ‘Apsil 6 at Off Rec, 
‘THomas, , Yorks, Joiner April 7 at 11 


me SY ole, eee April 7 at 18.0 
Ay ey Fishmonger _ Apr T 
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rist High 
xr Stock. 
ter Ban- 
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, Cambs 
at Ord 


V HITOOMB, 
27 Ord 
Plymouth 
loc Pet 
Stockport 
Croydon 


1 14 at 8 
Mon 

er April 
»0t, Dealer 
0 Bank 
at3 Of 
Decorator 


1 
fice Clack 
, High st, 


ith April 
April 7 at 
a Maker 
ril 6 at 12 
ril 6 at il 
7 at UL 
ril 7 at iL 
118 at B 
ufacturer 
at 12 Of 
ril 6 at 12 


Txo 
at ll 


at 12 Of 
April 8a 
oril 6 at 10. 


Dooter 
onion 


ton Waste 
y 
pril 8 at it 


cy Ben 


orsetahize, 
Apes 



















April 3s ‘#897. 












Walsall, Furniture Dealer April 7 at 11 
Weems, ree ‘Warren, Worcs, Farmer April 6 


W Wr nee, Hoan 
'HITFIELD, WILLL 
bites Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on 


Yep 7 Anruur, Whitchurch, Devon April 
7 at 10 10, Ten toe te 
in the 


Amended notice substituted for that 
London Gazette @%: 
Goopcuttp, Wititam, Beading, Builder March 30 at 3 
Queen’s Hotel, Reading 


Vurcert, J 
Off 


of 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Arxins, Syoxzy Faepenicx, York ‘Westminster, Fine 
Art Dealer High Court Pet March 36° Ord March 


a. Ta G 
rm ——_ * ostens, < ‘Ora March 
Connon Soli Westcott, mr Dorking, Farmer Croydon 


Frvsere, Isaac, Kilburn, Tailor High Court Pet Feb 18 
Ord March 27 
Boneme, yen CS Cricklewood High Court Pet Febé Ord 


Faeemax, dl Ospoayn, Beckington, Somerset, 
MR ns Bath Pet Marchi Ord March 26 
Pot Hep "ord Hayry, yes. Meath Kensington High Court 
on Thames, House Decorator 
et March 18 Pet March 25 
Gaezywoop, Faaxx ieoate, Rochdale, Boot 
Ma pati Le Iw. P ter Newport and 
Goy. RTIN ‘ain’ 
Ryde Pet March 26 Ord March 26 
Writs, Tomas Cannon, oa Tony Cannon 
Bermo * Merchants High Court PetJané Ord 
23 
How, Wuaiam, Chatham, Wood Dealer Rochester Pet 
Hue Tov _ red ith, Innkeeper Aberystwith 
A 
"Pet Ord March 25 
Huaues, _ ig Worcester, Provision Dealer Worcester 
Pet March 25 Ord March 25 
Hoyt, Saepaacs, and Writs Warts, St Ont Bare 3 
andy yy Bristol a ee ne 
— Joun, Ni = 
Pet Murch '9 Ord 
deine | he Win, South Shields, Plumber 
Newcastle on Pet March 5 Ord March 25 
-_*-~—"* Sees Hewny, Ovenden, one or Worsted 


Spinner Halifax Pet March 27 
Menevirs, Tx 4 Fruiterer Stourbridge 
Pet March 23 


ieee, Pees Exo: Lines, Corn Merchant Boston 
Pet March = Ss “Oed March 


25 
Noarns, Aruvs, Wadhuret es oe Tunbridge 
Rosinson, Joseru, Oewaldtwiotian Onrter Carter Blackburn Pet 
March 25 Ord March 25 


Rovs£t1, Gecden, rag Oy neers Valley, Glam, Coal- 
miner Po 25 Ord March 25 
Szevey, Francis 
Cardiff 


Tuomas, Wii1am Gesorez, — on Thames, 
ae, a Surrey March 1 Ord 

Toms, Toomas Prestatyn; Flints, Painter Bangor 
Pes March 35 Ond’ Manel h 


25 
a, Gzoraz, , Pembroke, Fon Dee Pem- 
Uv ro) ae Palen 3d. Oy Merchant High 
LLMANN, CHARLES, 
Court Pet Sept 29 Ord 
Von Bissine, Water Avo.travs, Brighton High Court 
Pet Feb9 Ord March 24 
Wane, Anraur Frepericx, Redland, Bristol, sacha 
Ww ae sSeryetith” bryos th Pet March 
-<- WRY, wi 
W oy J U Wi WwW Farmer 
Pn nag wty pton ‘arren, ores 
Worcester Pet March 26 Ord March 26 
Weivox, Joxx Wiiiam, Wisbech St Mary, Cambs, 
‘Wheelwright King’s Lynn Pet March 27 Ord 


Wurre, Cuan.es. Cornwall, Builder Plymouth 

Pot March 37” Ord Mamch 27 

Witx1ams, ey ee. Butcher Portmadoc Pet 
March 22 March 25 

Wiu1ams, Bowe Wim, St Sea, Leather 


it Leonards on 
Pet March 23 Ord March 27 
Wooo, Ezexrzt, rota os Stonemason 
Pet March 26 














soa fs penaable.— Apply, stating age salary 
.AW.—Wanted, ing, penny — 
Engrossing 3 ; Shorthand, penn: i 


reference.—Hucurs, 4, 
London. 





[AW.—Clerkc (21) desires to Improve his 
ov | og aegis ae ue 


LAY: —Wented, ¢ Ges, shorthand speed ; 





typewriting or learn; costs accounts, some 
anckig, call puneeilly weetel.—ilvos & Son, Box % Pos Post 
Office, Stockport. 





Wo eeumaad of Fao, Certain view to Pact 


Waterlow at che a oe 














29), admitted 1891, who 

pe Pee Ea ke 

used. to hard work; excellent references.—A., care of 
** Solicitors’ Journal,”’ 27, Chancery-lane, W.C. 








All letters intended for publication in the 
“* Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticated 
by the name of the writer. 

Subscription, PAYABLE IN ADVANCE, which in- 
cludes Indexes, Digests, Statutes, and Post- 
age, 58s, WEEKLY REPORTER, in wrapper, 
266. 6d.; by Post, 28s. 6d. Soxtorrors’ 
JOURNAL, 26s, 6d. ; by Post, 28s. 6d. Volwmes 
bound at the office—cloth, 2% 9d., half law 
calf, 5a. ‘6d. 











py SBrzD, orn of the ‘Solicitors’ 
Journal” Nov. 9, 1895; 6d. will be 
Office, 27, Chancery-lav2, W.C. 





LZ 
tty eae in the special ineestion bf all somes notens, 
ae Statutory Notion to and Dis- 
Ay ge — _ 
a te By and file of 





Advance Money 
«Teale 5p, ones Anas YARD, COCR Sraoe RC. 


sanity ai OFFICE, 19, Lomparp- 
sTagst, and 57, Cuanme-caoss, Loxpox. 
. Established 1782. 
Lowest Current Rates. 
Liberal and Prompt Settlements. 
Assured free of all Liability. 
Electric Lighting Rules supplied. 


Fier | aa2tan 
Tae mor S 





The Company pays all its own Costs of Purchase. 
Apply to Szcasrany, 68, Old Broad-street, London, E.C. 


Ree etad a FEupeD EROPURET on cher 
d or other 


















ASEURASE 


Ls Rosigtas 





(Berasiissan 1888), 
Purchase femme and. Life Policies, ee | 
Properey. and 
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SAVE 50 TO 75 PER CENT. 


By Buying Direct ftom the Manufacturers, 
THE DEED BOX SUPPLY 


COMPANY, 
29, TEMPLE 8T., WOLVERHAMPTON. 


HUNDREDS OF TESTIMONIALS. 
Two Recext Onzs 
March 21, 1896.—From Messrs. Poole & Robinson, 15, Union- 
court, Old Broad-street, London, E. 

Dear Sir, eaten ey name uy which 
you recently to us, and now inclose cheque for 
£36 6a, 64. "the amount of your account for same, which 
—— receipt and return in duecourse. We shall be s happy 

Seemeneas Jour comgent ay ong 2 eee o may 
pada Deed Yours fai y, 
Tac Beinager; Ten Deed Box: Ruggly Company he 
e e x y Company, of 
36, Temple-street, Wolverhampton. 


March 23, 1996.—From Mr. H. D. Booth, 62, Lincoln’s- 
inn-fields, London, W.C. 
Dear Sirs,—I have received the fifteen Deed Boxes which 
you have made for me, and with which I am very pleased. 
Yours truly, H, D. Seoes. 
The Deed Box Supply Company. 





Set of best tinned 
steel fall-front Deed 
Boxes sao be 14 by 14, 
wi 
and brass 
chain. 

Locksare the best lever 
that can be made, each 
lock to differ, and one 
— key to pass the 


COMPARTMENTS : 
1 box with 4 
1 .” » 3 
1 ” ” 
» without. 


Packed in case and sent 
Ie paid as drawing 
£8 10s. Od. 
Ditto, with 8 Boxes, 
£6 10s. Od, 
Ditto, with 12 Boxes, 

£9 10s. 

Ditto, with 16 Boxes, 
£i2 Os. 04. 
Ditto; with 20 Boxes, 

Mis £15 Os. Oa. 


ALPHABET CASE (2 doors). 
Made of Best Tinned 
Steel, with Best Lever 

Spring Lock and 2 Keys. 


Stock Size, 30 by 17 by 14. 
( £z% 108. Od. 


May be made aoe size 
to Order. 


ALPHABET “CASE (fall front). 
Made of Best 
Tinned Steel, Best 
Lever Spring Lock, 
and Two Keys. 


Stock Size. 30 by 17 
by 14. 
£2 5s. Od. 


Made any size » 
order to fit 
reeesses or on i 
rly mantelpiece, &c., 


JUDICATURE | FORM CASE. ~ 


24 ComPpARTMESTS. 


19 long. by 14} wide by 
18 deep. 


#1 10s. Od. 


12 CompaRTMENTS. 
9} long by 14} wide by 
18 deep. 
£1 Os. Od. 


SPECIAL LINES IN BALLOT BOXES. 
REGISTERED FOLDING VOTING SCREENS. 
All kinds of Boxes made and Strong Rooms Fitted. 
Any of our Boxes not d of money 

return 
agents in every Town, and shall be 
ible men calling 








PROBATE VALUATIONS 
JEWELS AND SILVER PLATE, &c. 





SPINK & SON, Goutpswrrus anp Sriversurrus, 17 anv 18, Prccapruity, W., 
CBCHURCH-8TREET, ConnHILL, Lonpon, E.C., beg 


and at 1 anp 
y'to announce that they Accu me 
desired. Est 


appraise the above for the Loa PROFESSION OF PURCHASE the same for cash if 


ished 1772 


Under the patronage of H.M. The Queen and H.S.H. Prince Louis Battenberg, K.C.B. 





BIRKBECK BANE 
Southampton-buildings, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. 
INVESTED FUNDS - ~ = £8,000,000. 
Number ef Accounts, 75,061. 


TWO-AND-A-HALF per CENT. INTEREST allowed 
on TWO per CENT. on < on demand. 
TW ACCO 





, on the 


O per CURRENT A’ UNTS. 
minimum monthly balances, when not drawn below £100. 
TOCKS, a ANNUITIES purchased and | 


8 |, an 
sold for customers. 
SAVINGS DEPARTMENT. 


Small Deposits received, and Interest allowed monthly on | 
each completed £1. 


fy ay BIRKBECK ALMANACE, with full particulars, 
P 

Telephone No. 65005. 

Telegraphic Address: “ BIRKBECK, LONDON.” 


FRANCIS RAVENSCROFT, Manager. 


THE COMPANIES ACTS, 1862 TO 1890. 


Ke pees 


Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the 
shortest notice. 








ent BOOKS and FORMS hugs tm ctock Sor immoliate 


“MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION 


ate printed in the form for and 
ibution. —_ a a 

UES, &c., engra rinted. OFFICIAL 

SEALS devigned and for Sketches. 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO, 


Statione>s, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, 
49, FLEET-STREET, LONDON, E.C. (corner 
of Serjeants’-inn). 

_ Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 


PROF. A. LOISETTE’S 





opinions of Educators, Scientific, 
en all over the world FREE. aly rm A. LOISETTE, 
237, Fifth Avenue, New York, or 200, Regent-st., London. 
Not Sold elsewhere. 


M. W. EDGLEY, 40 & 41, Fleet-st. 
AMERICAN ROLL TOP DESKS. 
M. W. Edgley, 40 & 41, Fleet-st. 
AMERICAN ROLL TOP DESKS. 
; M. W. Edgley, 40 & 41, Fleet-st, 
AMERICAN ROLL TOP DESKS. 
M. W. Edgley, 40 & 41, Fleet-st. 


BRAND & CO.'S 
SPECIALTIES 
For INVALIDS. 


ESSENCE OF BEEF, 
BEEF TEA, 
MEAT JUICE, &e., 


Prepared from finest ENGLISH MEATS 
Of ali Chemists and Grocers. 


BRAND & 2. », MAYPATR, W.. W., & at | WORES, 
UXHALL, LONDON, 8.W. 








EDE AND SON, 


zone Ae maxend, 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT 
ety, the Lenk Chasen, the Whole of 
of London, 


udicial Bench, Corporation , ke. 


To Her ety 





ROBES FOR QUBEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS, 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, To 
Clerks, and Clerke of the Peace. 
Corporation Robes, University and Clergy Gow 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 
94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, | 


TREATMENT OF INEBRIETY. 

DALRYMPLE HOM 
RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 

For Gentlemen, under the Act and privately. 

For Terms, &c., apply to é 

BR. WELSH BRANTHWAITE, ' 

Medical Superintendent, 

TREATMENT of INEBRIETY and ABUSE of DRUGS. 


HIGH SHOT HOUSE 
ST. MARGARET'S, TWICKENHAM, j 
For Gentlemen under the Acts and privately. 
23 to 4 Guineas. 
Apply to Medical Superintendent, 
F. BROMHEAD, B.A., M.B. (Camb.), M.R.C.S. ( 


INEBRIETY. 
MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEICESTER 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 

Medical A’ : OmAs J. - Oe F.R.C.8. 
L.B.C.P. Lond. Principal: H. M. RILEY, Assoc. Sat 
Study of Inebriety. Thirty years’ ge th Excelles 

and Medical References. For terms and partic 
apply Miss RILEY, or the Principal. 


LONSDALE PRINTING woRKS 


LONSDALE BUILDINGS, 27, CHANCERY LANE. 


by 

















ALEXANDER & SHEPHEAS 
PRINTERS and PUBLISHERS. 
BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZINES 
NEWSPAPERS & PERIODICALS. — 
And all General and Commercial Works 

Every description of Printing—large or small. 


Printers of THE SOLI aiToRe JOURNAL WN 


Authors edvised with as to Printing and Pub 
Estimates ant oii tnhemetion Susnielem: 





THE MOST NUTRITIOUS COCC 


EPPS’s 


GRATEFUL—COMFORTING. 


COCO 


| WITH FULL NATURAL FLAVG 








Town 


7OWNE, 





40s my S04 an eT ee eee Te 


ir ie, ir a ate 


rah eed 


ett 








Pr, ae 








